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PREFACE. 



The first of tbe two following tracts was 
written by Mr, Locke, to be prefixed to his 
Paraphrase and Notes on some of the Epis- 
tles of St. PauL That great man render- 
ed the most important services to religion 
by his different publications ; and has con- 
tributed, perhaps more than any other in- 
dividual, to give correct views respecting 
the proper method of studying the scrip- 
tures. Even if he had not been the first 
metaphysician of any age, he would stiUbe 
remembered as the first among the English 
theologians of his own age. His Para- 
phrase and Notes constitute perhaps the 
best exposition for popular use, of the Epis- 
tles to which they relate, that has yet ap- 
peared in our own language. 



The second tract is the substance of two 
letters on Inspiration, pihblished, and, there 
is scarcely a doubt, written, by Le Clerc, 
Le Clerc was the contemporary and cor- 
respondent of Locke and Newton. He 
was a scholar of the most remarkable 
compass and variety of learning, and 
scarcely less distinguished for his clearness 
of mind, good sen^e, and acuteness. It 
may be doubted whether there is any 
where to be found, a more perspicuous and 
satisfactory statement on the subject in 
question, than what this tract presents* 

In republishing, however, these two ve- 
ry valuable tracts, it is not intended to 
vouch for the correctness of every opinion 
and expression which they may contain. 
The general views are believed to be cor- 
rect. But in a few comparatively unim- 
portant respects, both authors might have 
written somew;hat differently, if they had 
written in our day. A. N. 



AST 1S3SAT 

FOR THE UNDERSTANDINO 

ST. PAUL'S EPISTLES, &c. 



1 o ^o about to explain any of St. Paulh 
Epistles, after so great a train of exposi- 
tors and commentators, might seem an at- 
tempt of vanity, censurable for its need- 
lessness, did not the daily and approved 
examples of pious and learned men justify 
it. This may be some excuse for me to 
the publick, if ever these following papers 
should chance to come abroad : but to my- 
self, for whose use this work was underta- 
ken, I need make no apology. Though I 
liad been conversant in these epistles, as 
well as in other parts of sacred scripture, 
yet I found that I understood them not ; I 
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ihean, the doctrinal and discursive parts of 
them: though the practical directions, 
which are usually dropped in the latter 
part of each epistle, appeared to me very 
plain, intelligible, and instructive. 

I did not, when I reflected on it, very 
much wonder that this part of sacred 
scripture had difficulties in it ; many cau- 
ses of obscurity did readily occur to me. 
The nature of epistolary writings, in gene- 
ral, disposes the writer to pass by the men- 
tioning of many things, as well known to 
him to whom his letter is addressed, 
which are necessary to be laid open to a 
stranger, to make him comprehend what 
is said : and it not seldom falls out, that a 
well penned lettdr, which is very easy and 
intelligible to the receiver, is very obscure 
to a stranger, who hardly knows what to 
make of it. The matters that St. Paul 
writ about, were certainly things well 
known to those he writ to, and which they 
bad some peculiar concern in ; which 
made them easily apprehend his meaning, 
and see the tendency and force of his dis- 
course. But we having now at this dis- 
tance no information of the occasion of his 
writing, little or no knowledge of the tern- 



per and circumstances of those he writ to 
were in, but what is to be gathered out of 
the epistles themselves, it is not strange 
that many things in them lie concealed 
to us, which, no doubt, they who were 
concerned in the letter, understood at 
first sight* Add to this, that in many 
places. His manifest, he answers letters 
sent, and questions proposed to him ; which, 
if we had, would much better clear those 
passages that relate to them, than all the 
learned notes of critics and commentators, 
who in aftertimes fill us with their conjec- 
tures ; for very often, as to the matter in 
hand, they are nothing else* 

The language wherein these epistle9»are 
writ, are another, and that no small occa- 
sion of their obscurity to us now. The 
words are Greeks a language dead many 
ages since ; a language of a yevy witty, 
volatile people, seekers after novelty, and 
abounding with a variety of notions and 
sects, to which they applied the terms of 
their common tongue with great liberty and 
variety : and yet this makes but one small- 
part of the difficulty in the language of 
these epistles ; there is a peculiarity in it, 
that much more obscures and perplexes 
the meaning of these writings, tlian what 



8 

can be occasioned by the looseness and va- 
riety of the Greek tongue. The terms 
are Greeks but the idiom or turn of the 
phrases may be truly said to be Hebrew^ or 
Syriack: the custom and familiarity of 
which tongues do sometimes so far influ- 
ence the expressions in these epistles, that 
one may observe the force of the Hebrew 
conjugations, particularly that of Hiphil^ 
given to Greek Verbs, in a way unknown 
to the Grecians themselves. Nor is this 
all ; the subject treated of in these epis- 
tles is so wholly new, and the doctrines 
contained in them so perfectly remote 
from the notions that mankind were ac- 
quainted with, that most of the important 
terrtis in it have quite another signification 
from what they have in other discourses : 
so that putting all together, we may truly 
say, that the New-Testament is a book 
written in a language peculiar to itself. 

To these causes of obscurity, common 
to St. Paul with most of the other penmen 
of the several books of the New Testa- 
ment, we may add those that are peculiar- 
ly his, and owing to his style and temper. 
He was, as 'tis visible, a man of quick 
thought, warm temper, mighty well versed 
in the writings of the Old Testament, and 



full of the doctrine of the New : All this 
put together, suggested matter%to him in 
abundance, on those subjects which came 
in his way ; so that one may consider him, 
when he was writing, as beset with a crowd 
of thoughts, all striving for utterance. In 
this posture of mind it was almost impossi- 
ble for him to keep that slow pace, and 
observe minutely that order and method of 
ranging all he said, from which results an 
easy and obvious perspicuity. To this 
plenty and vehemence of his, may be im- 
puted those many larga parendieses, which 
a careful reader may observe in his Epis- 
tles. Upon this account also it is, that he 
bften breaks oflFin the middle of an argu- 
ment, to let in some new thought suggested 
by his own words ; which having pursued 
and explained, as far as conduced to his 
present purpose, he re-assumes again the 
thread of his discourse, and goes on with it, 
without taking any notice that he returns 
again to what he had been before saying ; 
though sometimes it be so far off, that it 
may well have slipt out of his mind, and re- 
quires a very attentive reader to observe, 
and so bring the disjointed members to- 
gether, as to make up the connexion, and 
see how the scattered parts of the discourse 
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hang together in a coherent, well-agreeing 
sense, tidat makes it all of a piece* 

. Besides the disturhance in perusing St. 
PauV^ epistles, from the plenty and vivaci- 
ty of his thoughts, which may obscure his 
method, and often hide his sense from an 
unwary, or over-hasty reader ; the fre- 
quent changing of the personage he speaks 
in, renders the sense very uncertain, and is 
apt to mislead one that has not some clue 
to guide him : sometimes by the pronoun 
/, he means himself, sometimes any Chris- 
tian ; sometimes a Jew^ and sometimes any 
man, &;c. If speaking of himself, in the 
first person singular, has so variouf 
meanings, his use of the first person plural, 
is with a far greater latitude ; sometimes 
designing himself alone ; sometimes those 
with himself whom he makes partners 
to the epistle ; sometimes with him- 
self comprehending the other apostles, or 
preachers of the gosp)el, or Christians : 
nay, sometimes he in that way speaks of 
the converted Jews^ other times of the 
converted Gentiles^ and sometimes of oth- 
ers, in a more or less extended sense ; eve- 
ry one of which varies the meaning of the 
place, and makes it to be differently under- 
stood. I have forbom to trouble the read- 
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fir with examples of theih here : If bis owo 
observation hath not already furnished 
him with them, the following paraphrase 
and notes, 1 suppose, will satisfy him in 
the point. 

Tn the current also of his discourse, he 
sometimes drops in the objections of oth- 
ers and his answers to them, without any 
change in the scheme of his language, that 
might give notice of any other ^speaking 
besides himself. This, requires great at- 
tention to observe ; and yet, if it be neg- 
lected or over-looked, will make the reader 
very much mistake, and misunderstand his 
meaning, and render the sense very per- 
plexed. 

These are intrinsick difficulties arising 
from the text itself, whereof there might 
be a great many other named ; as the un- 
certainty, sometimes, who are the persons 
he speaks to, or the opinions or practices 
which he has in his eye ; sometimes in al- 
luding to them, sometimes in his exhorta- 
tions and reproofs. But those above men- 
tioned being the chief, it may suffice to 
have opened our eyes a little upon them ; 
which, well examined, may contribute to- 
wards our discovery of the rest. 
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To these we may siAgoin two external 
causes, that have made no small increase 
of the native and original difficulties that 
keep us from an easy and assured discove- 
ry of St. PauPs sense, in many parts of 
his epistles ; and those are, 

First, The dividing of them into chap- 
ters and verses, as we have done ; where- 
by they are so chopped and minced, and as 
they are now printed, stand so broken and 
divided, that not ojly the common people 
take the verses usually for distinct aphor- 
isms, but even men of more advanced 
knowledge, in reading them, lose very 
much of the strength and force of the co- 
herence, and the light that depends on it. 
Our minds are so weak and narrow, that 
they have need of all the helps and assist- 
ances that can be procured, to lay before' 
them undisturbedly, the thread and cohe- 
rence of any discourse ; by which alone 
they are truly improved, and led into the 
genuine sense of the author* When the 
eye is constantly disturbed with loose sen- 
tences, that by their standing and separa- 
tion, appear as so many distinct fragments, 
the mind will have much ado to take in, 
and carry on in its memory, an uniform dis- 



13 



couse of dependent reasonings ; especially 
having from the cradle been used to wrong 
impressions concerning them, and constant* 
ly accustomed to hear them quoted as dis- 
tinct sentences, without any limitation or 
explication of their precise meaning from 
the place they stand in, and the rela- - 
tion they bear to what goes before, or 
follows. These divisions also have given 
occasion to the reading these epistles by 
parcels and in scraps, which has farther 
confirmed the evil arising from such parti- 
tions. And, 1 doubt not, but every one 
will confess it to be a very unlikely way 
to come to the understanding of any other 
letters, to read them piece-meal, a bit to- 
day, and another scrap to-morrow, and so 
en by broken intervals ; especially if the 
pause and cessation should be made, as the 
chapters the apostle's epistles are divided 
into, to end sometimes in the middle of a 
discourse, and sometimes in the middle of 
a sentence. It cannot therefore but be 
wondered at, that that should be permitted 
to be done to Holy Writ, which would vis- 
ibly disturb the sense, and hinder the un- 
derstanding of any other book whatsoever. 
If Tullyh epistles were so printed, and so 
used, I ask, whether they would not be 
2 
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much harder to he understood, less caqr 
and less pleasant to be read, by much, than 
now thej are. 

How plain soever this abuse is, and 
what prejudice soever it does to the under- 
standing of the sacred scripture ; yet if a 
bible was printed as it should be, and as the 
several parts of it were writ, in continued 
discourses where the argument is con- 
tinued, I doubt not but the several parties 
would complain of it, as an innovation, 
and a dangerous change in the publishing 
those holy books. And indeed, those who 
are for maintaining their opinions, and the 
systems of parties, by sound of words, with 
a neglect of the true sense of scripture, 
would have reason to make and foment the 
outcry : they would most of them be im- 
mediately disarmed of their great magazine 
of artillery wherewith they defend them- 
selves, and fall upon others. If the Holy 
Scripture were but laid before the eyes of 
Christians in its due connexion and con- 
sistency, it would not then be so easy to 
snatch out a few words, as if they were 
separate from the rest, to serve a purpose, 
to which they do not at all belong, and 
with which they have nothing to do. But 
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,4ks the matter now stands, he that has a 
mind to it, may at a cheap rate be a nota- 
ble champion for the truth ; that is, for the 
doctrines of the sect, that chance or inter- 
est has cast him into. He need but be 
furnished with verses of sacred scripture, 
containing words and expressions that are 
but flexible (as all general, obscure and 
doubtful ones are) and his system that has 
appropriated them to the orthodoxy of his 
church, makes them immediately strong 
and irrefragable arguments for his opinion. 
This is the benefit of loose sentences, and 
scripture crumbled into verses, which 
quickly turn into independent aphorisms. 
But if the quotation in the verse produced, 
were considered as a part of a continued, 
coherent discourse, and so its sense were 
limited by the tenour of the context, most of 
these forward and warm disputants would 
be quite stripped of those, which they 
doubt not now to call spiritual weapons ; 
and they would have often nothing to say 
that would not shew their weakness, and 
manifestly fly in their faces. I crave leave 
to set down a saying of the learned and ju- 
dicious Mr. Selden : " In interpreting the 
^'scripture," says he, "many do as if a man 
^ should see one have ten pounds, which 
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" he reckoned by 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10. 
'^ meaning four was but four units, and five 
^' five units, &c. and that he had in all but 
'^ ten pounds : the other that sees him, takes 
" not the figures together, as he doth, but 
" picks here and there ; and thereupon 
^' reports, that he had five pounds in one 
^^ bag, and six pounds in another bag, and 
" nine pounds in another bag, &c. when as, 
^^ in truth,, he has but ten pounds in all. 
^' So we pick out a text, here and there, to 
" make it serve our turn ; whereas if we 
^' take it all together, and consider what 
" went before, and what followed after, we 
*^ should find it meant n9 such thing.'' I 
have heard sober Christians very much ad- 
mire why ordinary, illiterate people, who 
were professors, that shewed a concern for 
religion, seemed much more conversant 
in St. Paidh Epistles, than in the plainer, 
and, as it seemed to them, much more in- 
telligible parts of the New Testament : 
they confessed, that though they read St* 
PauPs Epistles with their best attention, 
yet they generally found them too hard to 
be mastered ; and they laboured in vain so 
far to reach the apostle's meaning all along 
in the train of what he said, as to read 
them with that satisfaction that arises from 
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« feeling that we understand and fully 
comprehend the force and reasoning of an 
author ; and therefore they could not ima- 
gine what those saw in them, whose eyes 
they thought not much better than their 
own. But the case was plain : these so- 
ber, inquisitive readers, had a mind to see 
nothing in St. Paulh epistles but just what 
he meant ; whereas those others of a quick- 
er and gayer sight, could see in them what 
they pleased. Nothing is more acceptable 
to fancy than pliant terms and expressions, 
that are not obstinate ; in such it can find 
its account with delight, and with them be 
illuminated, orthodox, infallible at pleasure, 
and in its own way. But where the sense 
of the author goes visibly in its own train, 
and the words, receiving a determined 
sense from their cooipanions and adjacents, 
will not consent to give countenance and 
colour to what is agreed to be right, and 
must be supported at any rate, there men 
of established orthodoxy do not so well find 
their satisfaction. And perhaps, if it were 
well examined, it would be no very extra- 
vagant paradox to say, that there are fewer 
that bring their opinions to the Sacred 
Scripture to be tried by that infallible rule, 
than bring the Sacred Scripture to their 
2* 
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opinions, to bend it to them, to make it, 
as they C£&i, a cover and guard of them* 
And to this purpose, its being divided into 
verses, and brought as much as may be into 
loose and general aphorisms, makes it most 
useful and serviceable. And in tliis lies 
the other great cause of obscurity and per- 
plexedness, which has been cast upon St. 
PauPs epistles from without, 

St. PauPs epistles, as they stand tianslat- 
ed in our English bibles, are now, by 
long and constant use, become a part of 
the English language, and common phrase- 
ology, especially in matters of religion : 
this every one uses familiarly, and thinkfi 
lie understands ; but it must be observed, 
that if he has a distinct meaning when he 
uses those words and phrases, and knows 
himself what he intends by them, it is al- 
ways according to the sense of his own sys- 
tem, and the articles or interpretations of 
the society he is engaged in. So that all 
this knowledge and understanding, which 
he has in the use of these passages of Sa- 
cred Scripture, reaches no farther than 
this, that he knows (and that is very well) 
what he himself says, but thereby knows 
nothing at all what St. Paul said in them* 
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The apostle writ not by that man's systeniy 
and so his meaning cannot be known by it. 
This being the ordinary way of under- 
standing the epistles, and every sect being 
perfectly orthodox in its own judgment, 
what a great and invincible darkness must 
this cast upon St. PauPs meaning to all 
those of that way, in all those places where 
his thoughts and sense run counter to what 
any party has espoused for orthodox ; as it 
must unavoidably to all, but one, of the dif- 
ferent systems, in all those passages that 
any way relate to the points in controversy 
between them. 

This is a mischief, which, however fre- 
quent and almost natural, reaches so far, 
. that it would justly make all those who de- 
pend upon them, wholly diffident of com- 
mentators ; and let them see, how httle 
help was to be expected from them in re- 
lying on them for the true sense of the Sa- 
cred Scripture, did they not take care to 
help to cozen themselves, by choosing to 
use and pin their faith on such expositors 
as .explain the Sacred Scripture in favour 
of those opinions that they before hand 
have voted orthodox, and bring to the Sa- 
cred Scripture, not for trial, but confirma- 
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tion. No body can think that any text of 
SU PauPs epistles has two contrary mean- 
ings ; and yet so it must have to two dif- 
ferent men, who taking two commentators 
of different sects, for their respective 
guides into the sense of any one of the 
epistles, shall build upon their respective 
expositions. We need go no farther for a 
proof of it, than the notes of the two cele- 
brated commentators on the New-Testa- 
ment, Dr. JFfowwond and £eza, both men 
of parts and learning, and both thought by 
their followers men mighty in the Sacred 
Scriptures. So that h^re we see the hopes 
of great benefit and light from expositors 
and commentators, is in a great part abat- 
ed ; and those who have most need of their 
help, can receive but little from them, and 
can have very little assurance of reach- 
ing the apostle's seiise by what they find 
in them, whilst matters remain in the same 
state they are in at present. For those 
who find they need help, and would bor- 
row light from expositors, either consult 
only those who have the good luck to be 
thought sound and orthodox, avoiding those 
of ditferent sentiments from themselves in 
the great and approved points of their sys- 
tems, as dangerous, and not fit to be mod- 
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died with ; or else, with indifierency, look 
into the notes of all commentators promis- 
cuously. The first of these take pains on- 
ly to confirm themselves in the opinions 
and tenets they have already ; which, 
whether it be the way to get the true 
meaning of what St. Paul delivered, is easy 
to determine. The others, with much more 
fairness to themselves, though with reap- 
ing little more advantage (unless they 
have something else to guide them into 
the apostle's meaning than the comments 
themselves) seek help on all hands, and re- 
fuse not to be taught by any one, who ofr 
fers to enlighten them in any of the dark 
passages. But here, though they avoid 
the mischief which the others fall into, of 
being confined in their sense, and seeing 
nothing but that in St. Paulas writings, be 
it right or wrong ; yet they run into as 
great on the other side, and instead of be- 
ing confirmed in the meaning, that they 
thought they saw in the text, are distracted 
with an hundred, suggested by those they 
advised with ; and so, instead of that one 
flense of the Scripture which they carried 
with them to their commentators, return 
from them with none at all. 



This, indeed, seems to make the case 
desperate ; for if the comments and expo-v'. 
tions of pious and learned men cannot be 
depended on, whither shall we go for help ? 
to which I answer, I would not be mistak** 
en, as if I thought the labours of the learn- 
ed in this case wholly lost, and fruitless. 
There is great use and benefit to be made 
of them, when we have once got a rule to 
know which of their expositions, in the 
great variety there is of them, explains the 
w^rds and phrases according to the apos- 
tle's meaning* 'Till then, 'tis evident, 
from what is above said, they serve for the 
most part to no other use, but either to 
make us find our own sense, and not his, ^ 
in St. PaiiPs words ; or else to find in them 
no settled sense at alL 

Here it will be asked, how ^hall we 
eome by this rule you mention ? Where 
is that touchstone to be had, that wiU 
shew us whether the meaning we ourselves 
put, or take as put by others upon St# 
PauPs words, in his epistles, be truly his 
meaning or no ? I will not say the way 
which I propose, and have in the following 
paraphrase followed, will make us infallible 
in our interpretations of the. apostle's text : 



but this I will own, that till I took this way, 
St* PattPs epistles to me, in the ordinary 
way of reading and studying them, were 
very obscure parts of Scripture, that left 
me almost every where at a loss; and I 
was at a great uncertainty in which of the 
contrary senses, that were to be found in 
his commentators, he was to be taken. 
Whether what I have done, has made ittfjjh 
any clearer and more visible now, I 
must leave others to judge. This I beg 
leave to say for myself, that if some very 
sober, judicious Christians, no strangers 
to the Sacred Scriptures, nay, learned Di- 
vines of the church of England^ had not 
professed, that.by the perusal of these fol- 
lowing papers, they understood the epis- 
tles much better than they did before, and 
had not, with repeated instances, pressed 
me to publish them, I should not have con- 
sented they should have gone beyond my 
own private use, for which they were at 
first designed, and where they made me not 
repent my pains. 

If any one be so far pleased with my en- 
deavours, as to think it worth while to be 
informed what was the clue I guided my- 
self by thrx)ugh all the dark passages of 
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these epistles, I shall minutely tell him the 
steps by which 1 was brought into this way, 
that he may judge whether I proceeded 
rationally, upon right grounds or no, if so 
be any thing in so mean an example as 
mine, may be worth his notice. 

After I had found, by long experience, 
^that the reading of the text and comments 
in the ordinary way, proved not so success-^ 
ful as 1 wished to the end proposed, I be^ 
gan to suspect, that in reading a chapter as 
was usual, and thereupon sometimes con-* 
suiting expositors upon some hard places 
of it, which at that time most afiected me, 
as relating to points then under considera-> 
tion in my own mind, or in debate amongst 
others, was not a right method to get into 
the true sense of tihese epistles. 1 saw 
plainly, after I began once to reflect on it, 
that if any one now should write me a let- 
ter, as long as St. PauPs to the Romans^ 
concerning such a matter as that is, in a 
style as foreign, and expressions as dubious 
as liis seem to be ; if I should divide it into 
fifteen or sixteen chapters, and read of 
them one to-day, and another to-morrow, 
&c. it was ten to one I should never come 
to a full and clear comprehension of it. 
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The way to understand the mind of him 
that writ it, every one would agree, was to 
read the whole letter through, from one 
end to the other, all at once, to see what 
was the main subject and tendency of it; 
or if it had several views and purposes in 
it, not dependent one of another, nor in a 
subordination to one chief aim and end, to 
discover what those different matters were, 
and where the author concluded one, and 
began another; and if there were any ne- 
cessity of dividing the epistle into parts, to 
make the boundaries of them. 

• In prosecution of this thought, I con- 
cluded it necessary, for the understanding 
of any one of St. PauPs epistles, to read it 
all through at one sitting, and to observe, 
as well as I could, the drift and design of 
his writing it. If the first reading gave me 
some light, the second gave me more ; and 
so I persisted on reading constantly the 
whole epistle over at once, till I came to 
have a good general view of the apostle^s 
main purpose in writing the epistle, the 
chief branches of his discourse wherein he 
prosecuted it, the ailments he used, and 
disposition of the whole. 
3 



This, I confess, is not to be obtained hj 
one or two hasty readings ; it must be re- 
peated again and again, with a close atten- 
tion to the tenour of llie discourse, and a 
perfect neglect of the divisions into chap- 
ters and verses. On the contrary, the 
safest way is to suppose, that the epistle 
has but one business, and one aim, till by 
a frequent perusal of it, you are forced to 
see there are distinct, independent matters 
in it, which will forwardly enough shew 
themselves. 

It requires so much more pains, judgment 
and application, to find the coherence of 
obscure and abstruse writings, and makes 
them so much the more unfit to serve pre- 
judice and pre-occupation when found, that 
it is not to be wondered that St. PauPs 
Epistles have with many passed rather for 
disjointed, loose pious discourses, full of 
warmth and zeal, and overflows of light, 
rather than for calm, strong, coherent rea- 
sonings, that carried a thread of argument 
and consistency all through them. 

But this muttering of lazy, or ill dispos- 
ed readers, hindered me not from persisting 
in the course I had began : I continued to 
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read fhe same epistle orer and over,and over 
again, till I came to discover, as appeared 
to me, what was the drift and aim of it, and 
by what steps and arguments St. Paid pro- 
secuted his purpose. I remembered that 
St. Paul was miraculously called to the 
ministry of the gospel, and declared to be 
a chosen vessel ; that he had the whole 
doctrine of the Gospel from God by imme- 
diate revelation, and was appointed to be 
the apostle of the Gentiles , for the propa- 
gating of it in the heathen world. This 
was enough to persuade me, that he was 
not a man of loose and shattered parts, un- 
capable to argue, and unfit to convince 
those he had to deal with: God knows 
how to choose fit instruments for the busi- 
ness he employs them in. A large stock 
of Jewish learning he had taken in at the 
feet of Gamaliel ; and for his information 
in Christian knowledge, and the mysteries 
and depths of the dispensation of grace by 
Jesus Christ, God himself had condescend- 
ed to be his instructor and teacher. The 
light of the gospel he had received from 
the fountain and father of light himself, 
who, I concluded, had not furnished him 
in this extraordinary manner, if all this 
plentiful stock of learning and illumina- 
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tion had been in danger, to have been lost, 
or proved useless, in a jumbled and confus- 
ed head ; nor have laid up such a store of 
admirable and useful knowledge in a man, 
who, for want of method and order, clear- 
ness of conception, of pertinency in dis- 
course, could not draw it out into use with 
the greatest advantages of force and cohe- 
rence. That he knew how to prosecute 
his purpose with strength of argument and 
close reasoning, without incoherent sallies, 
or the intermixing of things foreign to his 
business, was evident to me from several 
speeches of his recorded in the Acts : and it 
was hard to thiiik that a man that could talk 
with so much consistency and clearness of 
conviction, should not be able to write with- 
out confusion, inextricable obscurity, and 
perpetual rambling. The force, order and 
perspicuity of those discourses, could not 
be denied to be very visible: how then 
came it that the like was thought much 
wanting in his epistles? and of this there 
appeared to me this plain reason : the par- 
ticularities of the history in which these 
speeches are inserted, shew St. Paw/'s 
end in speaking ; which being seen, casts 
a light Oil the whole, and shews the perti- 
nency of all that he says. But his £pis- 
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ties not being so circumstantiated ; there 
being no concurring history that plainly 
declares the disposition St. Paul was in ; 
what the actions, expectations, or demands- 
of those to whom he writ, required him to 
speak to, we arfe no where told. All this, 
and a great deal more, necessary to guide 
us into the true meaning of the epistles, is 
to be had only from the epistles themselves, 
and to be gathered from thence with stub- 
bom attention, and more than conlmOn^ 
application. 

This being the only safe guide (under 
the Spirit of God, that dictated these sa- 
cred writings) that can be relied on, I hope 
I may be excused, if I venture to say, that 
the utmost ought to be done to observe 
and trace out St. PauPs reasonings ; to 
follow the thread of his discourse in each 
of his epistles ; to shew how it goes on 
still directed with the sante view, and per- 
tinently drawing the several incidents to- 
wards the same point. To understand 
him right, his inferences should be strictly 
observed ; and it should be carefully ex- 
amined from what they are drawn, and 
what they tend to. He is certainly a cohe- 
rent, argumentative, pertinent writer ; and 
3* 
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care, I think, should be taken in expound- 
ing of him, to shew that he is so« But 
though I say he has weighty aims in his 
epistles, which he steadily keeps in his eye, 
and drives at in all that he says ; yet I do 
not say that he puts his discourses into an 
artificial method, or leads his reader into a 
distinction of his arguments, or gives them 
notice of new matter by rhetorical, or 
studied transitions. He has po ornaments 
borrowed from the Greek eloquence ; no 
notions of their philosophy mixed with his 
doctrine, to set it oflF. The enticing words 
of man^s wisdom^ whereby he means all 
^estudied rules of the Grecian schools, 
which made them such masters in the art 
of speaking, he, as he says himself, ] Cor. ii. 
4. wholly neglected : the reason whereof he 
gij^es in the next verse, and in other pla- 
ces. But the poUteness of language, deli- 
cacy of style, fineness of expression, la- 
boured periods, artificial transitions, and a 
very methodical ranging of the parts, with 
such other embellishments as make a dis- 
course enter the mind smoothly, and strike 
the fancy at first hearing, have little or no 
place in his style; yet coherence of dis- 
course, and direct tendency of all the parti 
of it, to the argument in hand, are most emi- 



31 



nently to be found in him. This I take to 
be his character, and doubt not but he 
will be found to be so upon diligent exam- 
ination. And in this, if it be so, we have a 
clue, if we will take the pains to find it, that 
will conduct us with surety through those 
seemingly dark places, and imagined intri- 
cacies, in which Christians have wandered 
so far one from another, as to find quite 
contrary senses. 

Whether a superficial reading, accom- 
panied with the common opinion of his in- 
vincible obscurity, has kept off some from 
seeking in him the coherence of a discourse, 
tending with close, strong reasoning to a 
point ; or a seemingly more honourable 
opinion of one that had been wrapped up 
into the third heaven, as if from a man so 
warmed and illuminated as he had been, 
nothing could be expected but flashes of 
light, and raptures of zeal, hindered others 
to look for a train of reasoning, proceeding 
on regular and cogent argumentation, from 
a man raised above the ordinary pitch of 
humanity to an higher and brighter way of 
illumination; or else, whether others were 
loth to beat their heads above the tenor 
and coherence in St. PauPs discourses, 
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which if found out, possibly might tet him 
at a manifest and irreconcileable differ- 
ence with their systems ; 'tis certain, that 
whatever hath been the cause, this way of 
getting the true sense of St. Paw/'s epistles, 
seems not to have been much made use of, 
or at least so thoroughly pursued as I am 
apt to think it deserves. 

For, granting that he was full stored with 
knowledge of die things he treated of, for 
be had light from heaven, it was God him- 
self furnished him, and he could not want; 
allowing also that he had ability to make 
use of the knowledge had been given him, 
for the end for wluch it was given him 
viz. the information, conviction, and con- 
version of others ; and, accordingly, that 
he knew how to direct his discourse to the 
point in hand, we cannot widely mistake the 
parts of his discourse employed about it, 
when we have any where found out the 
point he drives at : wherever we have got 
a view of his design, and the aim he propos- 
ed to himself in writing, we may be sure 
that such or such an interpretation does 
not give us his genuine sense, it being 
nothing at all to his present purpose. Nay, 
among various meanings given a text, it 
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fitilfl not to direct us to the best, and very 
often to assure us of the true : for it is no 
presumption, when one sees a man arguing 
for this or that proposition, if he be a sober 
man, master of reason or common sense, 
and takes any care of what he says, to pro- 
nounce, with confidence in several cases, 
that he could not talk thus or thus. 

I do not yet so magnify this method of 
etudyii^ St. PaiUh epistles, as well as oth* 
er parts of sacred scripture, as to think it 
will perfectly clear every hard place, and 
leave no doubt unresolyed. 1 know ex* 
pressions now out of use, opinions of those 
times, not heard of in our days, allusions 
to customs lost to us, and various circum* 
stances and particularities of the parties, 
which we cannot come at, &;c. must needs 
continue several passages in the dark now to 
us at this distance, which shone with full 
light to those they were directed to. But 
for all that, th^ studying of St. Pcw/'s epis- 
tles in the way I have proposed, will, I 
humbly conceive, carry us a great length 
in the right understanding of them, and 
make us rejoice in the light we receive 
from those most useful parts of divine re** 
velation, by furnishing us with visible 
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grounds that we are not mistaken, whilst 
the consistency of the discourse, and the 
pertinency of it to the design he is upon, 
vouches it worthy of our great apostle. 
At least, I hope, it may be my excuse, for 
having endeavoured to make St. Paid an 
interpreter to me of his own epistles. 

To this may be added another help, 
which St. Paul himself affords us, towards 
the attaining the true meaning contained 
in his epistles. He that reads him with 
the attention I propose, will easily ob- 
serve, that as he jivas full cf the doctrine 
of the gospel, so it lay all clear, and in or- 
der, open to his view. When he gave his 
thoughts utterance upon any point, the 
matter flowed like a torrent : but, 'tis plain, 
'twas a matter he was perfectly master of; 
he fully possessed the entire revelation he 
had received from God ; had thoroughly 
digested it; all the parts were formed 
together in his mind into one well contract- 
ed, harmonious body : so that he was no 
way at uncertainty, nor ever in the least at 
a loss concerning any branch of it. One 
may see his thoughts were all of a piece in 
all his epistles; his notions were at all 
times uniform, and constantly the same. 
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though his expressions very various: in 
them he seems to take great liberty. 
This, at least, is certain, that no one seems 
less tied up to a form of words. If then 
having, by the method before proposed, 
got into the sense of the several epistles, 
we will but con^pare what he says, in the 
places where he treats of the same sub- 
ject, we can hardly be mistaken in his 
sense, nor doubt what it was, that he be- 
lieved and taught concerning those points 
of the Christian religion. I know it is not 
unusual to find a multitude of texts heaped 
up for the maintaining of an espoused pro- 

})osition, but in a sense often so remote 
rom their true meaning, that one can 
hardly avoid thinking that those who so 
used them, either sought not, or valued 
not the sense ; and were satisfied with the 
sound, where they could but get that to fa- 
vour them. But a verbal concordance leads 
not always to texts of the same meaning ; 
trusting too much thereto will furnish us 
but with slight proofs in many cases ; and 
any one may observe how apt that is to 
jumble together passages of Scripture not 
relating to the same matter, and thereby 
to disturb and unsettle the true meaning 
of Holy Scripture. I have therefore said, 
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that we should compare together places of 
Scripture treating of the same point* 
Thus, indeed, one part of the sacred text 
eould not fail to give light unto another. 
And since the providence of God hath so 
ordered it, that St. Paul has writ a great 
number of epistles, which, though upon 
different occasions, and to several purpos- 
ses yet are all confined within the business 
of his apostleship, and so contain nothing 
but points of Christian instruction, amongst 
which he seldom fails to drop in, and of- 
ten to enlarge on the great and distinguish- 
ing doctrines of our holy religion ; which, 
if quitting our own infalliliiify in that anal- 
ogy of faith which we havie made to our- 
selves, or have implicitly adopted from 
some other, we would carefully lay to- 

rsther, and diligently compare and study, 
am apt to think would give us St. PavPs 
system in a clear and indisputable sense, 
which every one must acknowledge to be 
a better standard to interpret his meaning 
by, in any obscure and doubtful parts of 
his epistles, if any such should still remain, 
than the system, confession, or articles of 
any church or society of Christians yet 
known ; which, however pretended to be 
founded on Scripture, are visibly the con- 
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trivanccs of men, (fallible both in their 
opinions and interpretations) and, as is visi- 
ble in most of them, made with partial 
views, and adapted to what the occasion^ 
of that time, and the present circumstances 
they were then in, were thought to require 
for the support or justification of them- 
selves* Their philosophy ^Iso has its 
part in misleading men from the true sense 
of the Sacred Scripture. He that shall at- 
tentively read the Christian writers after 
the age of the apostles, will easily find how 
much the philosophy they were tinctured 
with, influenced them in their understand- 
ing of the books of the Old and New Tes- 
tament. In the ages wherein Platonism 
prevailed, the converts to Christianity of 
that school, on all occasions, interpreted 
Holy Writ according to the notions they 
had imbibed from that philosophy. Aris- 
totleh doctrine had the same effect in its 
turn ; and when it degenerated into the 
Peripateticism of the schools, that too 
brought its notions and distinctions into di- 
vinity, and affixed them to the tenns of 
the Sacred Scripture. And we may still 
see how, at this day, every one's philoso^ 
phy regulates every one's interpretation of 
the word of Gpd. Those who are possess- 
4 
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ed with the doctrine of aerial andaetherial 
vehicles, have thence borrowed an inter- 
pretation of the four first verses of 2 Cor. 
V. without having any ground to think that 
St* Paul had the least notion of any such 
vehicles. 'Tis plain, that the teaching of 
men philosophy, was no part of the design 
of divine revelation ; but that the expres- 
sions of Scripture are commonly suited, in 
those matters, to the vulgar apprehensions 
and conceptions of the place and people 
where they were delivered. And as to 
the doctrine therein, directly taught by the 
apostles, that tends wholly to the setting 
up the kingdom of Jesus Christ in this 
world, and the salvation of men's souls ; 
and in this, 'tis plain, their expressions 
were conformed to the ideas and notions 
which they had received from revelation, 
or were consequent from it. We shall 
therefore in vain go about to interpret 
their words by the notions of our philoso- 
phy, and the doctrines of men delivered in 
our schools. This is to explain the apos- 
tle's meaning by what they never thought 
of whilst they were writing ; which is not 
the way to find their sense in what they 
delivered, but our own, and to take up 
from theirwritings, not what they left there 
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for us, but what we bring along with us 
in ourselves. He that would understand 
St.'Pau/ right, must understand his terms 
in the sense he uses them ; and not as they 
are appropriated, by each man's particu- 
lar philosophy, to conceptions that never 
entered the mind of the apostle. For exam- 
ple ; he that shall bring the philosophy now 
taught and received, to the explaining of 
spirit^ sotU, and body^ mentioned 1 Thess. 
V. 2-3. will, 1 fear, hardly reach St. PauPs 
sense, or represent to himself the notiong 
St. Paul then had in his mind. That is 
what we should aim at in reading him, or 
any other author ; and till we, from his 
words, paint his very ideas and thoughts in 
our minds, we do not understand him. 

In the divisions I have made, I have en- 
deavoured, the best 1 could, to govern my- 
self by the diversity of matter. But, in a 
writer like St; Paul, it is not so easy al- 
ways to find precisely where one subject 
ends, and another begins. He is full of 
the matter he treats, and writes with 
warmth ; which usually neglects method, 
and those partitions and pauses, which men 
educated in the schools of rhetoricians usu- 
ally observe. Those arts of ^ting St. 
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Pau/, as well out of design as temper, whol- 
ly laid bj : the subject be had in hand, 
and the grounds upon which it stood firm, 
and by which he enforced it, was what 
alone he minded ; and, without solemnly 
winding up one argument, and intimating 
any way that he began another, let his 
thoughts, which were Ailly possessed of the 
matter, run in one continued train, where^* 
in the parts of his discourse were woven 
one into another. So that it is seldom 
that the scheme of his discourse makes 
any gap ; and therefore, without breaking 
in upon the connection of his langi^tge, 
'tis hardly possible to separate his dis* 
course, and give a distinct view of his sev^ 
eral arguments in distinct sections. 

I am far from pretending infallibility in 
the sense I have any where given in my 
paraphrase or notes; that would be to 
erect myself into an apostle, a presump* 
tion of the highest nature in any one that 
cannot confirm what he says by miracles* 
fhave, for my own information, sought the 
true meaning, as far as my poor abilitiet 
would reach : and 1 have unbiassedly em* 
braced what, upon a fair inquiry, appeared 
so to me. This I thought my duty and 
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interest, in a matter of so great concern- 
ment to me. If I must believe for my- 
self, it is unavoidable that I must under- 
stand for myself: for if I blindly, and with 
an implicit faith, take the Pope^s interpre- 
tation of the Sacred Scripture, without ex- 
amining whether it be Christ^s meaning, 
'tis the Pope I believe in, and not in 
Christ ; 'tis his authority I rest upon ; 'tis 
what he says I embrace; for what 'tis 
Christ says, I neither know, nor concern 
myself. 'Tis the same thing when I set 
up any other man in Christ's place, and 
make him the authentic interpreter of Sa- 
cred Scripture to myself. He may possi- 
bly understand the Sacred Scripture as 
right as any man, but I shall do well to 
examine myself, whether that which 1 
do not know, nay which (in the way I 
take) I can never know, can justify me 
in making myself his disciple, instead of 
Jesus Christ's, who of right is alone, and 
ought to be, my only Lord and Master ; 
and it will be no less sacrilege in me to 
substitute to myself any ottier m his room, 
to be a prophet to me, than to be my king 
or priest. 
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The same reasons that put me updn 
doing what I have in these papers done, 
will exempt me from all suspicion of impo- 
sing my interpretation on others. The 
reasons that led me into the meaning which 
prevailed on my mind, are set down with 
it : as far as they carry light and convic- 
tion to any other man's understanding, so 
far I hope my labour may be of some use 
to him ; beyond the evidence it carries 
with it, I advise hinr not to follow mine, 
nor any man's interpretation. We are all 
men liable to errors, and infected with 
them ; but have this sure way to preserve 
ourselves, every one, from danger by them, 
if, laying aside sloth, carelessness, preju- 
dice, party, and a reverence of men, we 
betake ourselves in earnest to the study of 
the way to salvation, in those holy writings 
wherein God has revealed it from heaven, 
and proposed it to the world ; seeking our 
religion where we are sure it is in truth to 
be found, comparing spiritual things with 
spiritual things. 
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X HERS are three sorts of things inholf 
wnt, Prophecies^ Histories^ and Doctrines^ 
which are not ascribed topartictdar revela" 
tion* 

To begin with the first ; God made him- 
self known to the prophets after several 
manners ; but it seems as if they might be 
reduced to these three. They had visions 
by day or by night ; they heard voices ; or 
fhey were inwardly inspired* It is not our 
business here to examine these things in 
themselves. We only inquire after what 
manner they have written that which they 
learnt by these visions, by these voices, or 
by these inspirations. 
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Prophecies have been written by God's 
express command ; by the prophets them- 
selves, or by others. For we cannot tell 
whether the prophets themselves have al- 
ways written, or dictated them ; or wheth- 
er their disciples have collected and writ- 
ten them as exactly as their memory would 
serve. However it be, we cannot doubt 
but God made known to the prophets that 
which we find in their books, and that we 
ought to beUeve St. Peter, when he says, 
Prophet^ came not in old time by the will 
ofman^ but holy men of God spake as they 
were moved by the Holy Ghost.* 

To tell us that which appeared to them 
in Visions, whether it be they themselves 
that writ it, or others that heard them tell 
it; there needed nothing but a good memo- 
ry. A man has no need of inspiration to 
relate faithfully what he has seen, especial- 
ly when the impression it made upon him 
was strong ; as commonly happened to 
those to whom God sent any vision. 
Hence it is observed, that every prophet 
has his particular style ; by which it ap- 
pears that they related what they had seen^ 

* 2 Pet. i. 21. 
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as they used to relate other things. Their 
style was the same when they spake by 
the order of God, with that which they 
used in their ordinary discourse. 

The same judgment is to be made con* 
ceming the recital of the words they heard. 
There needed no more but a good memo- 
ry to retain them. But we cannot be as- 
sured that they have always recited exact- 
ly the very words they heard, and not 
sometimes thought it sufficient only to tell 
us the sense. When God told them the 
name of some person, it was necessary 
they should retain the syllables of that 
name ; as when God ordered Isaiah to fore- 
tel that Cyrus should give the Jews liberty 
to return into Palestine, it behoved Isaiah 
to remember those two syllables, Co-res. 
But there is no likelihood, that in the rest 
of his discourse, /fataA has related word for 
word what he heard. The diversity of 
style does moreover prove, that the proph- 
ets expressed after their own manner the 
sense of what they heard. There is, for 
example, much difference between the 
styles of Isaiah and Amos* IsaiaV^ man- 
ner of writing is high and lofty. On the 
contrary, that of Amos is low and vulgar ; 



and we find in it divers popular expressiOM 
and many proverbs, which sufficiently tes- 
tify that&is prophet, who was a shepherd, 
expressed after bis own way what God had 
said to him. This is the opinion of St. Je- 
rom^ in the preface of his commentary on 
this prophet. The prophet Amos, saith be, 
was skilled in knotoledge^ not in language ^ 
for the same Holy Spirit spoke in him that 
spoke by all the prophets* This doctrine 
attributes clearly the expression to the 
prophets, and the thing itself to the Holy 
Spirit ; which appears also by the remark 
he makes on Chap. III. saying, We told 
you that he uses the terms of his own pro- 
fession : and because a shepherd kntms 
nothing more terrible than a lion ; he com- 
pares the anger of God to lions* St. Je- 
rom should have said, according to the 
common opinion, that God made use, in 
speaking to Amos^ of popular terms, and 
suitable to his profession, whereas he attri- 
butes plainly to the prophet the choice of 
the terms in which the prophecy is ex- 
pressed. TTiat words were dictated by Qod 
to the prophets^ (says a late learned critic) 
as it cannot be denied to have been done 
sometimes^ so it does not seem to have been 
done alzoays ; and hence it is, that accord- 



mg to the variety of the times, and the 
^eakers^ the phrase of the prophets is also 
different.* 

Bat it is commonly alleged, that the 
prophets recite the same words they heard ; 
because J they introduce God himself, 
speaking, Thus saith the Lord^ kc. That is 
no proof. For it is the custom, both of the 
Hebrews and Greeks^ to bring in always 
those, whose sense they relate, as speakipg 
in their own persons \ though in doing so, 
they tie not themselves to their words. I 
will give you a plain example thereof. It 
is the different manner in which the deca- 
logue is set down in Exodus and Deutero- 
nomy ; although God is said to speak per* 
^nallyiji both places. God says in Exo- 
dus^ Remember the sabbath day, &c. In 
Deuteronomy^ Keep the sabbath day^ &c. 
It is in Exodus, To keep it holy. Six days 
shalt thou labour. Sic. In Deuteronomy, 
To keep it holy, as the Lord thy God com- 
manded thee* Six days shalt thou labour, 
&c. It is in Exodus, Xor thy cattle, &ic. 
In Difuieronomy, Nor thine ox, nor thine 
ass, nor any of thy cattle, &c. And this 

♦ Grotius, on Hali. 12. 
.5 
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commandment ends thus. That thy man- 
servant J and thy maid-servant, may rest 
as well as thou; and remember that thou 
wast a servant in the land of Egypt, and 
that the Lord thy God brought thee out 
thence, through a mighty hand, and a 
stretched-out-arm ; therefore the Lord thy 
God commanded thee to keep the sabbath 
day. In Exodus, the reason of keeping 
the sabbath, is taken from the creation of 
the world in six days, without anj mention 
of slaves, or of the slavery of Egypt, 
There are some other differences in that 
which follows, but not considerable. 
However it appears by this, that either 
Mose^ in Deuteronomy, or the author of 
the book o{ Exodus, did not tie themselves 
scrupulously to exact words, as the Jews 
now a-days do ; although both these au- 
thors bring in God speaking personally. 
Grotiu^ has hereupon made this judicious 
remark. 

" It is to be observed,'' says he, " that 
the words set down in this place in Exodus, 
were pronounced by an angel in the name 
of God ; but those which are in DeuteronO" 
my, are the words of Moses repeating the 
same things ; and that with so great liber- 
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ty, that sometimes he transpoges words ; 
changes some for others of the same signi- 
fication ; omits some as sufficiently known 
by those gone before ; and adds others by 
way of interpretation. The hke hberty of 
changing words is obvious to a careful 
reader in other places of sacred writ, as 
Gen. xvii. 4. compared with 7. Gen. xxiv. 
17. compared with 43. Exod. xi. 4. com- 
pared with xii. 38. Exod. xxxii. 11. &c. 
compared with Deut. ix. 27 i &,c. Now 
this shews, that we should not catch at 
words in holy writ, as some of the Jews 
do, who fancy that those words in Exodus^ 
and those in Deuteronomy were pronounc- 
ed in one and the same moment of time* 
They fancy also that where there is trans- 
position, and changing the order of what 
was said first, what last ; that the last im- 
porting the same sense were also said first. 
There are in the holy histories so many 
miracles, that we ought not to invent new 
ones witliout necessity, and such as are of 
no use.'' 

If you require yet another convincing 
proof, that this manner of speaking person- 
ally, does not denote that they are the 
proper words of him that is introduced 
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speaking i^er this manner, you have no 
more to do but to look into the Gospels,, 
where the evangelists always make oursik- 
viour to speak personally, and yet recite 
not the same words that he made use of. 
For, beside that Christ spoke Sj/riac 
or Chaldecj there is oft great difference be* 
tween their recitals. The Holy Spirit 
never tied itself up to words, as many of 
our Divines do now a-days. He only 
prompted the holy pen-men to give us 
the true sense of the words that God made 
use of to make the prophets understand 
bis will ; and it is only in respect to the 
sense, and to the things, that die apostles 
assure us that they were inspired from God* 

The third sort of Prophecy^ or manner 
by which God made known his will, was 
by inward inspiration, without vision, and 
without voice. Hereof two different sorts 
may be conceived. For either God might 
^inspire prophecies or predictions word for 
word, as the prophets should pronounce 
them : as when there was occasion to tell 
some name, unknown before to the proph> 
et: or he might inspire only the sense, 
which they might express afterwards in 
their- own way : as most commonly it hap^ 
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f^ened ; the first occasion beiil^ very rare, 
t seems to me, that when any one does 
apprehend a sense distinctly, it is not diffi- 
cult for him to express it faithfully. And 
we ought to suppose, that the prophets, full 
of the thoughts wherewith God inspired 
them, had a very clear and distinct idea 
thereof: which will be easily understood, 
if we consider, that the things wherewith 
God inspired them, were easy to be con- 
ceived, and proportioned to the under- 
standing of all the world ; at least as to the 
literal sense. It happened also sometimes, 
that without inspiring either words or sense, 
God drew from the mouth of some persons, 
prophecies, which those whp spoke them 
understood otherwise, and did not think 
them to be prophecies. He casttheiji in- 
to certain circumstances, and involved them 
in certain events, which made them say 
things that were tnie predictions, without 
their knowing them to be so. Such was 
Caiaphas'^s prediction, when he says, That 
it was better that one man should die for 
the people, than that the whole nation 
should perish. Now he said not that of 
himself says St. John, but being high priest 
that year, he prophesied. To speak pro- 
perly, God inspired him not those words, 
5* 
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but the otturc of the busineas they were 
about in the Sanhedrim drew themX from 
him. They were afraid that Jesus would 
draw all the people to him, and enterprize 
something against the Roman authority, 
which would not then fail to send a puis- 
sant army into Palestine^ and totally waste 
it. Caiaphas thereupon urges a very 
common politic maxim, That it were beU 
ter to destroy/ one man^ though he were iu' 
nocent^ than to expose the whole state to nt' 
ter desolation. In Caiaphas^^ sense there 
is nothing of prophetic or inspired. But 
in the gospel sense, that which Caiaphas 
said, signified more than he intended, and 
contained a true prophecy. It is very 
likely that more predictions of this nature 
may^be found in the Old Testament. 

For example: David says of himself 
and of his enemies divers things, without 
thinking of prophesying, which contain 
nevertheless predictions of that which 
ought to happen to Christ and his ene> 
mies. He says Psal. xli. 10, He that ate of 
my bread hath lift up his heel against me : 
he meant surely some of those who were 
risen against him in Absalom*^ conspiracy, 
^^Achitophel or some other, and he speaks 
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(dainly of a thing which happened to himself. 
It is this very thing that inspires him, if one 
may so say, these words ; which hetoken 
what should befal Jesus Christ by the 
treachery of one of his disciples, as ap* 

{)ears by John xiii. 18. The author of the 
xix/A, and cixth Psalms^ whether it were 
Davtd, or some other, did not probably think 
of foretelling what should one day befal a 
disciple of the Messiah^ when he cursed his 
enemies ; and yet St. Pet^r in the Acts^ ap- 
plies some words of these Psalms to Judas. 
There needs no great sharp-sigbtedness to 
see that the autl^r pretended not to speak 
oiJudas^ and that he was not immediately 
inspired by the good and merciful Spirit of 
God, when he said, Set thou n wicked man 
over him, and let Satan stand at his right 
hand : when he shall be judged let him be 
condemned J and let his prayer become sin : 
let his days be few, and let another take his 
office : let his children be fatherless, and 
his wife a widow : let his children continu- 
ally be vagabonds and beg ; let them seek 
their bread also out of their desolate places : 
let the extortioner catch all that he hath, 
and let the stranger spoil his labour : let 

*• Acts i. 20. 



56 



there be none to extend mercy unto him ; 
neither let there be any to favour his fa- 
therless children : let his posterity be cut 
off, and in the generation following let their 
name be blotted out : let the iniquity of 
his fathers be remembered with the Lord^ 
and let not the sin of his mother be blotted 
out^ &c. It is plain that these are the words 
of a man full of excessive choler, and of 
an extreme desire to be revenged. Now 
the law of Moses permitted not, any more 
than the gospel, to wish ill, or do it, to 
children, in revenge of the injury received 
from their parents. Yet some famous di- 
vines have put in the title of this Psalm, That 
David, AS a type of jesus christ, being 
driven on by a singular zeal^ prays that 
vengeance may be executed on his enemies. 
And where do they find that Jesus Christ 
does curse his enemies at that rate ? have 
they foi^otten the words that proceeded 
from his dying mouth, in favour of the 
wickedest race that ever was ? Those that 
crucified him, were they not the greatest 
enemies he had, and tike most obstinate 
adversaries of the gospel ? And, far from 
making the imprecations against them that 
they deserved, did not he pray to his fa- 
ther to forgive them ? Has he not ordered 
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U8 to imitate him, and to pray for those 
that persecute us ? I cannot understand 
how it can be said, that David^ as a type of 
Jegus Christ, made such horrible impreca* 
tions against his enemies. 

I confess, I understand not the Christian 
reUgion, if it permit the pronouncing such 
curses, and the wishing to be revenged af» 
ter so cruel a manner, as does the author of 
this Psalm, and those of divers others, in 
which we find such-like imprecations ; as 
that otPsaL cxxxvii. O daughter q/'Baby* 
Ion, that art to be destroyed; happy shall 
he be that reroardeth thee as thou hast serv* 
§d m ; happy shall he be that taketh and 
dasheth thy little ones against the stones ! 
God forbid that we should desire to dash 
out the brains of infidels' children ! Yet 
nevertheless we see that all these Psalms 
are indifferently sung in protestant church* 
es, without taking notice that they are not 
all equally inspired. And I remember that 
asking a divine, how he could sing psalms 
full of such imprecations ? He answered 
me slightly, that it was lawful to use them 
against the enemies, of the church, and that 
for his part he made that appUcation to 
ihem, when he sung these Psalms. Thus 
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you see what the Jewish opinion of the in- 
spiration of words, and of the divinity of 
each verse of the Scripture, produces* 

We may conceive another sort of PropA- 
ecies^ which consisted not in foretelling 
things to come, but in explaining the scrip- 
ture, and in composing readily hynms to 
the honour of God. There are some ex- 
amples of these hymns in the New- Testa- 
ment, as that of the blessed virgin Mary, 
and some others. It seems as if there 
went only piety and zeal to the composing 
them. At least it is very conceivable, that 
a pious, zealous man may easily now a-days 
praise God in that manner, without any 
preparation. A good part of the Psalms 
seems to have been thus composed, as al- 
so divers other songs which are in the Old 
Testament. The Psalms where the ver- 
ses, or the pauses, begin with the letters of 
the Hebrew alphabet, seem to have been 
composed at more leisure. For this regu- 
larity shews that there was meditation and 
pains used, as is in acrostics. See PsaL 
cxix.and the Lamentations of Jeremiah* So 
we see too, that in this sort of works, the 
holy writers do not speak in the name of 
God, nor begin their discourse with, Thus 
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saith the Lord. Yet we may say that thtr 
authors of these pious songs were full of the 
Holy spirit, when they composed them ; 
that is to say, it was a spirit of piety that 
carried them to take pains in those compo- 
sitions ; and in that sense we may say that 
they were inspired by God, though not so 
immediately as predictions. The Spirit 
of God is often taken for the spirit of holi- 
ness, that is to say, for a disposition of spi- 
rit conformable to the commandments of 
God ; as many learned men have observed. 

II. I will now remark briefly in what 
manner the Sacred Histories have been 
written : and then, in treating of doctrines, 
I will speak of that sort of Prophecy that 
consists in explaining the Holy Scripture. 

It is certain that those who took pains in 
the histories of the Old and New Testa- 
Thent, were pious persons ; who had not 
writ those histories, but out of a principle 
of piety. It was not to satisfy our curiosi- 
ty that they undertook those works ; but 
to show us the care that the providence of 
God hath always taken of good people, and 
the punishments it inflicts upon the wick- 
ed ; to give us examples of piety and vir- 
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tue ; and lastly to inform us of certain naat* 
ters of fact, upon which our faith is found- 
ed, and of the precepts which God had 
given to Jews and Christians, hj the minis* 
try of his prophets, apostles, angels them- 
selves, and even of his own Son- Wc 
ought aJso to helieve that they have given 
us the truth of the history to the best of 
their knowledge, without adding or sub« 
tracting any thing out of design to deceive 
us. And as they were very well informed 
of the principal matters of fact which they 
relate, having themselves seen them, or ta-v 
ken them out of g<Sod records, we may be 
confident that for the main of the history 
they tell us nothing that is not exactly true. 
These qualifications alone are sufficient to 
oblige us to give credit to them. An historian 
that is honest, and well informed of that 
which he relates, is worthy of credit : and 
if you add thereto, that he has also suffer- 
ed death in maintaining the truth of his 
history, as the apostles did, who were put 
to death for maintaining that they had seen 
and heard, that which tfie gospel tells us of 
Jesus Christ ; then that history has a just 
claim to be considered worthy of all the 
credit to which human testimony can ever 
be entitled. In this roanneir we may be 
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fully assured of the truth of the history of 
the New-Testament ; that is to say, that 
there was a Jesus who did divers miracles, 
who was raised from the dead, and ascend* 
ed up into heaven, and who taught the 
doctrine which we find in the gospels. 
And this Jesus having borne witness to the 
history of the Jews, we cannot doubt its 
truth, at least as to the principal matters. 

This cannot be called in question, with- 
out absolutely renouncing Christianity. 
But people believe commonly two things 
which seem to me groundless ; unless they 
ground them upon Jewish tradition, a princi- 
ple, as is well known, extremely uncertain. 
They believe, first, that the sacred histori- 
ans were inspired with the things them- 
selves : and next, that they were inspired 
also with the terms in which they have ex- 
pressed them. In a word, that the holy 
history was dictated word for word by the 
Holy Spirit, and that the authors, whose 
names it bears, were no other than secreta- 
ries of that Spirit, who writ exactly as it 
dictated. 

As to what concerns the inspiration of 
historical matters of fact, I observe, first, 
6 
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that they suppose it without bringing any 
positive proof, and that consequently a 
man may with good reason reject their sup- 
position. They say only that if it were not 
so, we could not be perfectly certain of 
the truth of the history. But, beside that, 
a consequence cannot undeniably prove a 
fact ; and that it may happen that one can- 
not disprove a consequence, although that 
which is pretended to be proved thereby 
be not true ; I affirm that it is false, that we 
cannot be perfectly certain of the main 
substance of a history, unless we suppose it 
inspired. We are, for example, perfectly 
certain that Julius Cmsar was killed in the 
senate by a conspiracy, whereof Brutus 
and Cassius were the chiefs ; without be- 
lieving that they who have informed us 
hereof were inspired. There are such 
Uke matters in the histories of all nations, 
which we cannot doubt of, without being 
guilty of folly and opiniatrete ; and yet 
without supposing that these histories were 
writ by divine inspiration. 

In the second place, this opinion suppo- 
ses, without necessity, a miracle, of which 
the scripture itself says nothing. To re- 
late faithfully a matter of fact, which a man 
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has seen and well observed, requires no 
inspiration. The apostles had no need of 
inspiration to tell what they had seen, and 
what they had heard Christ say. There 
needs nothing for that but memory and 
honesty. Neither had those authors who 
writ only the things that came to pass be- 
fore their time, as the author of the -books 
of Chronicles^ any more need of inspira- 
tion for copying of good records. And as 
for those who made the records, there was 
no more requisite, than that they should be 
well informed of what they set down, eith- 
er by their eyes, or by their ears, or by 
faithful witnesses. It will be said, per- 
haps, that according to this opinion, the 
faith which we build upon the Scripture 
will be no other than a raith pu rely Auman, 
because it will be grounded only upon human 
testimonies. To this I answer, that neith- 
er do we know, any more than by a human 
faith^ that the book which we call the gospel 
of St. Matthew is truly his. It is nothing but 
the uniform consent of Christians, since the 
beginning of Christianity to this day, that 
makes us believe it ; which in truth is no 
more than a testimony purely human. 
We do not believe it because we are assur- 
ed of it by an oracle from heaven, which 
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has tdd m that this book is truly that 
apostle's ; but on the same account that 
we believe that the Imeid is truly VirgiPs^ 
and the Hiad^ Homerh. But that which 
fliey here call human faith, is of as great 
certainty, as the demonstrations of geome- 
try. Ajid even divine faith itself, as they 
caJI it, is built upon this certainty. For, 
in truth, we donotbeUeve in Jesus Christi 
but because we are persuaded that the his- 
tory we have of him is true. And how do 
we know that this histoi^ is true ? Because 
eye-witnesses have written it, and have 
suffered death to maintain the truth of their 
testimonies. And how are we certain that 
these were eye-witnesses, and that they 
suffered death rather than deny what they 
said ? By history ; that is to say, by 
the testimony of men, who affirm it to us 
constantly from the tune of the establish- 
ment of Ibe Christian religion to the age 
we Uve in. So that human faith is found 
to be the groxmd of divine faith. But we 
need not fear that this foundation is not so- 
lid enough. 

In the third place ; the common opinion 
is contraiy to the testimony even of the 
sacred writers. St. Ijuke begins his gospel 
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after this manner. Forasmuch as many 
have taken in hand to set forth in order a 
declaration of those things, which are' most 
surely believed among vs, even as they de- 
livered them unio us, who from the begin- 
ning were eye-witnesses, and ministers of 
the word : it seemed good to me also, having 
had perfect understanding of all things 
from the very first, to write unto thee in or- 
der, most excellent Theophilus, that thou 
mightest know the certainty of those things 
wherein thou, hast been instructed. You 
may observe in these words a confirmation 
of what 1 have been saying, and a full 
proof that St. Luke learned not that which 
he told us by inspiration, but by informa- 
tion from those who knew it exactly. Now 
if you allow St. Liike to have so faithfully 
related to us the iife*and discourses of Je- 
sus (without having been particularly inspi- 
red) that we ought to receive what he tells 
us with an entire belief in his fidelity ; you 
ought not to make any difliculty to grant 
the same concerning the other historians 
of the scripture. If any of them ought to 
be inspired, certainly they were fee evan- 
gelists. And if you will have another ex- 
ample of a history written without inspira- 
iioHj you have but to read the books of 
6* 
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iRngg and of the CArontc/es, being extracts 
out of public r^sterg, and out of particular 
writings of divers prophets, to whom the 
authors at every turn refer ttie reader. 

Lastly, It is very plain that the historic 
ansof the Scripture were not inspired; by 
the contradictions that are found in the 
several circumstances of their histories. 
The evangelists agree perfectly among 
themselves in what concerns the main of 
the history of Jesus Christ, but there are 
some circumstances wherein they disa- 
gree ; a clear proof that every particular 
was not inspired. For although the cir- 
cumstances wherein they differ are things 
of small consequence, yet if the Holy Spirit 
had dictated all to them, as is pretended, 
they would perfecti/ agree in every thing ; 
thesecircumstances being as well known to 
God as the main of the history. For ex- 
ample ; St. Matthew says, That Judas, re- 
penting that he had delivered our Lord to 
the JewSy threw the money into the temple ; 
that going away he hanged himself^ and 
that the priests^ having gathered up the 
money ^ bought therewith afield. St. Ijuke 
in the Acts brings in Peter saying, That 
Judas, after haloing purchased afield with 
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the reward of iniquUy^ falling headlong, 
burst asunder in the midst^ insomuch that 
his bowels gushed out. Here is a mani- 
fest contradictiony which the learned in 
vain endeavour to reconcile. And there 
are many other such like. 

But this, you will say, lessens very much 
the authority of the evangelists : for if 
they could be deceived in any thing, who 
will secure us that they were not deceived 
in every thing ? I answer to that in the 
words ofGrotius : 

" Even this itself ought to free these 
writers from all suspicion of deceit. For 
those who testify falshoods, use so to agree 
their stories, ttiat there may not so much 
as seem to be any dilBference. But if be- 
cause of any small disagreement, although 
it could not be reconciled, whole books 
should lose their credit, then no book, es- 
pecially of history, would deserve to be be- 
lieved ; whereas the authority of Poly bins, 
and Halicarnassensis, and Livy, and Plu* 
tarchj in whom such things are found, as 
to the main stands firm among^ us." St. 
Chrysostom also in his first homily on St. 
Matthewy very plainly assures us, that God 
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permitted the apostles to fall into these lit- 
tle contrarieties ; that we might see that 
they were not agreed to feign a history at 
pleasure ; and that we might more readily 
believe them in the main of the history. 
When a man has seen most of the things 
which he relates, in those he can hardly be 
deceived. But he may be easily deceived 
in some circumstances of things which he 
has not seen. 

We might yet add a fifth proof, which 
Grotius affords us, in his notes on that part 
of his treatise of the Verity of the Christian 
Religion, which I lately cited. It is, that 
the evangelists, in setting down a certain , 
time, do not determine it exactly; be- 
cause they did not know it so precisely that 
they could set down the number of days 
or months. See Luke i. 56., iii. 23. John 
ii. 6., vi. 10, 19., xix. 14. You find in 
those places. About a certain time ; or, 
About a certain number: which shews evi- 
dently, that the history was not dictated 
immediately by the Holy Spirit, who knew 
exactly the number and the time that was 
in question. 
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It is clear then, in mj judgment, that 
flie things were not inspired j nor by con- 
sequence the words ; which are less con- 
siderable than the things. It is riot cer- 
tain terms that are the rule of our faith ; 
but a certain sense* And it is little matter 
what words we make use of, provided we 
go not astray from the doctrine which God 
has revealed. Those who read the origi- 
nals, are in no better way of being saved^ 
than those that can read only the transla- 
tions. For there is no translation so false, 
but that taken in gross, it expresses clearly 
enough that which is necessary to salva-^ 
tion. Otherwise it would be necessary 
that all Christians had learned Hebrew and 
Greek, which is altogether impossible ; ^n4 
we should exclude from salvation, almost 
all those who have made profession of the 
Christian religion in our western parts^ 
from &e time of the apostles, to the age 
we live in. 

That Providence also which has preserv- 
ed us these holy books, to lead us in the 
way to salvation, so many ages after the 
death of thpse that writ them, has pre- 
served inviolably nothing but the sense. 
It has suffered men to put in synonymous 
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words one for another; and not hindered 
the slipping in of a great many various 
readings, little considerable as to the sense, 
but remarkable as to the words and order. 
There is in St. Matthew, for example, more 
than a thousand divers readings in less 
than eleven hundred verses ; but whereof 
there is not perhaps fifty, that can make 
any change in the sense ; and that change 
too is but in things of little importance to 

1)iety. If God had thought it necessary, 
or the good of his church, to inspire into 
the sacred historians the terms which they 
ought to use, he would undoubtedly have 
taken more care to preserve them. It is 

1)lain therefore that he designed principal- 
y to preserve the sense. 

Thus, then, neither the words nor the 
things, have been inspired into those who 
have given us the Sacred History; al- 
diough in the main that history is very 
true in the principal facts. It may be, that 
in certain circumstances, little considera- 
ble, there may be some fault ; as appears 
sufficiently hy the contradictoiy passages. 
It is true, that some have stramed them- 
selves to reconcile those passages, as I 
have already observed ; but it is after so 
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violent and constrained a fashion; and 
there are such divers opinions about these 
reconciliations; that if we examine the 
thing never so little, without prejudice, 
we shall find that the learned trouble 
themselves to no purpose ; and that they 
would do much better to confess ingenu- 
ously, that there are some contradictions 
in things of small importance. 

Nay further, I .know some, that believe 
we ought not to receive all the Jewish 
histories, without distinction, for true his- 
tories. They contend, that we ought to 
except the book of Esther* And it is true, 
that if Assuerits, of whom the book of Es- 
ther speaks, be Ochus that reigned after 
Artaxerxes Mnemon^ this book must have 
been written at a time when there was no 
prophet in IsraeL But although Mr. Cappel 
maintains that Achasueros is the same with 
^XP^9 his conjecture is not unquestionable. 
They pretend also, that this history has all 
the characters of a history made at pleas- 
ure. I shall not examine that at present. 
But however it be, it is no heresy to reject 
a book of the Jewish canon ; as neither 
is it to reject one of our own. At least, the 
Protestants have not called a Lvtheran aa 
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Heretic^ for having said that the epistle of 
St. James is an"* epistle of straw ; no more 
than they have many of the learned, for 
not receiving the second epistle* of St. Pe- 
fer, which a famous critic stilest, a^ch'on 
of some ancient Christian misemploying his 
leisure time. The Jewish Sanhedrim may 
easily have received into their canon books 
that had no Divine authority. 

IIL To come now to the doctrines 
which are in the Holy Scriptures, and not 
there attributed to a particular revelation ; 
I will begin with examining those which are 
in the writings of the apostles, after which 
I will pass to those of the old Testament. 

It is commonly believed, that the apos- 
tles, as well as the prophets, were inspired 
both as to words and things. Yet with 
this difference, that the prophets were not 
always inspired, but only when God gave 
them order to speak to the people in his^ 
name. Whereas the apostles were always 
inspired, without being ravished into exsta- 
cies, as the prophets were before their 

* Straminea Epistola. 

f Commentum veteris Christiani otto suo abaten 
tis. Jo9. ScaliffeT' 
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prophesying. This opinion is founded ^ 
upon the promise that Christ made his 
apostles to send them the Holy Spirit, 
which he performed on the day of Pente- 
cosL The words of Christ are, John ky'u 
13. When Ac, the Spirit of Truths shall 
come J he will guide you into all truth. He 
says also elsewhere to his apostles ; When 
they bring you into the synagogues^ and 
unto magistrates^ and powers^ take ye no 
thought how or what thing ye shall answer^ 
or what ye shall say^ for the Holy Ghost 
shall teach you in the same hour what ye 
ought to say^ Luke xii. 11. These are 
two the most formal passages that can be 
quoted in this matter. It is requisite that 
we examine them with some attention, to 
see if they prove that which they are pro- 
duced for ; viz. ' That the apostles were 

* honoured with a continual presence of 
' the Holy Ghost, who dictated to them all 

* that they said in matter of religion ; inso- 

* much that all their words ought to be 
^ considered as oracles.' 

To begin with the latter ; I observe first, 
that he does not promise a perpetual in- 
spiration, but only upon certain occasions ; 
viz, when the apostles should be brought 
7 
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before the tribunals of Judges. So that if 
there were nothing ebe in it, this passage 
would not at all favour the Gommon opinion. 
But there is more in it : for it wholly de- 
stroys it« If Jesus Christ had resolved to 
give his apostles the Holy Spirit to inspire 
them perpetually, he would not have toM 
them singly, that they should not trouble 
themselves for what they had to say be- 
fore the judges, because then the Spirit 
should speak in them. But he would have 
said that they need not fear that at any 
time they should want words, because the 
Holy Spirit should accompany them with- 
out ceasing, as well before the powers of 
the world, as when they should speak to 
the people. If a man had a design to sup- 
ply another with money for all hiB ex- 
pences ; would he say to him, do nottrou* 
ble yourself to get money for the jonmeys 
you are to take, for you shall then be sup- 
plied? He would rather say to him, 
doubtless, that he should not fear to want 
money, because he should be supplied con- 
stantly for all his occasions. A man pro- 
mises not for a particular occasion, that 
which he intends to give alike at all tinoes. 
And when a man makes a particular pro- 
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mise, it is a plain sign that he intends to 
perfonn it but upon certain occasions* 

In the second place ; as I acknowledge 
that the apostles may have had prophetic 
inspirations on certain occasions, and that 
in effect they have had them ; so I confess 
that I find myself tempted to believe, that 
by these words, The Holy Ghost shall teach 
you in that hour what ye ought to say : or, 
as St. MatthewhdiS expressed it, /I is not ye 
that speak, it is the Spirit of your heavenly 
Father that speaks in you ; I am, I say, 
tempted to believe, that by these words 
Christ meant only to say this ; viz, . The 
spirit of courage and holiness, which th6 
gospel produces in your hearts, will teach 
you what ye ou^t to «iy. That is to say, 
that the apostles had no more to do, but 
to believe in the gospel, to be assured that 
jthe disposition of spirit which tbat hea- 
venly doctrine would give them, would ne- 
ver let them want words ; not even when 
they were to defend themselves b^ore 
the tribunals of the greatest powers. 
That which inclines me to this explica- 
tion of Christ's words, is, that in compar- 
ing this promise with the event, it seems 
fi&t to have been performed in any other 
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sense than that which I have now observ- 
ed ; and tiiat neither ought it to be inter- 
prf^ted so strictly, as if on these occasions a 
word might not slip from the apostles, that 
were not conformable to the spirit of 
the gospel. 

St. Luke tells us, Acts xxiii. that St. 
Paul having been brought before the San- 
hedrim^ began to speak after this manner ; 
Men and Brethren^ I have lived in all good 
conscience before God until this day. 
Ilere is nothing yet that one might not say 
ilrithout inspiration; as neither is there any 
thing but what is conformable to the gos- 
pel. But what follows is a sign of passion, 
wherewith neither the spirit of prophecy, 
nor the patient spirit of Uie gospel inspired 
St. Pard. At that word, says St. Lake, 
Ananias the high priest commanded them 
that stood 6y, to smite him on the mouth. 
The apostle, provoked by this injustice, 
answers him angrily, God shall smite thee, 
tfum whited wall. For sittest thou to judge 
me according to the Law, and commandest 
thou me to be smitten contrary to the Law ? 
And they that stood by, says St. Luke, said 
to Paul, revilest thou God^s high priest ? 
Then said Paul, / wist not brethren thai 
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he, was the high priest : For it is writttUj 
thou shalt not speak evil of the ruler of 
thy peoph. It is plain, metbinks, that 
if the spirit of prophecy had inspired St. 
Paul with the beginning of this discourse ; 
it did not so neiSier with the answer he 
made the high priest; nor with the ex- 
cuse he made use of afterward when thej 
told him he was the high priest that he 
spoke to. He gave sentence against him- 
self by his answer, supposing that he had 
known him who ordered him to be smit- 
ten. And as for the excuse, it is plain it 
is not very good ; because the gospel allows 
not to revile any man, whether he be a 
magistrate, or a private man. Jesus Christy 
says St. Peter^ has suffered for us, leaving 
us an example that we should follow his 
steps; who when he was reviled, reviled 
not again; when he suffered, threatened 
not, but committed himself to him that 
judgeth righteously. 

Neither 'do I believe that the spirit of 
prophecy inspired St. Paid with what he 
said afterward : at least there is no body 
but could have said as much, without in- 
spiration. J^ow St. Paul knowing, says 
the historian, that the one part rcere Sad- 
7* 
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ditcees, and the other Pharisees, cried out 
in the council, men and brethren, I am a 
Pharisee, the son of a Pharisee ': of the 
hope and resurrection of the dead, I am 
called in question* This expression also 
of St. Luke, {Paul knowing) makes it 
evident that his speech was an effect of 
his prudence, rather than of prophetic in- 
spiration. 

I am not the first that has made such 
like ohservations. St. Jerom in his dia- 
logue against the Pelagians, Lib. 3. brings 
in Atticus, who bears the part of an or- 
thodox doctor, speaking of St. Paul ; " do 
you think St, Paul, at that time when he 
writ, (the cloak which I left at Troas, 
when thou comest bring wi^ thee, and 
the books, but especially the parchments) 
did think of the heavenly mysteries^ 
and not of those things which are useful 
to human life, and necessary to the 
body, &c. ? The Apostle is struck by an 
officer, and he falls foul upon the high 
priest that commanded him to be smitten : 
God shall smite thee, thou whited wall. 
Where is that patience of our Saviour, who 
as a lamb led to the slaughter opened not 
his mouth, but answered mildly to him that 
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8ti*uck him ? If I have spoken ill, con- 
vince me of the ill ; but if well, why do 
you strike me ? We do not detract frofa 
the apostle^ hut we declare the glory of 
our Lord; who suffering in the flesh j over- 
came the diffictdties and weaknesses of 
the flesh* Not to mention what he satfs 
in another place* Alexander the cop" 
per-smith did me much evil ; the Lord, 
the righteous Judge^ will reward him in 
that dayJ^^ It is true, St. Jerom elsewhere 
disapproves a part of that which here he 
makes his orthodox doctor speak; but 
it is plain, at least, that one might speak 
it without being guilty of heresy. 

Lastly; When we examine the dis- 
courses which we have of Christ's disci- 
ples before divera judges, we may easily 
perceive that they speak with much piety 
and courage ; but it seems not that they 
. say any thing which one might not as well 
say without inspiration. If we read the 
histories of those that have been put to 
death for religion in the last ages, we 
shall find many that were not prophets, 
making excellent discourses at their trials, 
without being prepared before hand. St. 
Stephen was full of the gospel spirit, 
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when he made the harangue we read Acts 
vii. It seems nevertheless, that he 
therein mixed divers circumstances of 
history, which were nothing to the pur- 
pose of the matter he spoke about ; and 
which neither can tolerably be reconciled 
with the history of the Old Testament. 
And indeed very learned men have been 
of opinion, that St. Stephen?^ memoiy 
failed him. Mr. Capel in his Spicilegium 
on vers, 16. says: "It is certain that in 
this place we should read o rou Al^xufx, and 
understand &cyovo^^ that it might not be 
said, Abraham, 6t/f his grandchild Jacob, 
bought this monument. Or we may sat/, 
that Stephen, br/ the fault of his memory, 
confounded two facts that were somewhat 
alike, to wit, the purchase made by Abra- 
ham, whereof Gen. xxiii. with that made 
by Jacob, Gen. xxxiii. 19." 

However, it is no ways incongruous, 
that by the Holy Spirit, or the spirit of 
God, we should understand the spirit of 
holiness and constancy, which the gospel 
gives ; or such a disposition of mind, as 
is an effect of our faith. We know it is 
a manner of speaking common in the Old 
and New Testament ; and that the He- 
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brews Call the spirit of jealousy , the spirit 
0f "stupidity^ the spirit of fear ^ the spirit 
of courage^ the spirit of meekness^ &c. 
the different dispositions of mind, that 
render a man jealous, stupid, fearful, 
courageous, meek, ^c. The critics have 
observed this long ago. 

But I must needs desire you once again 
to take notice, that when I say the disci- 
pies of Christ had not prophetic inspira- 
tions, for answering before the tribunal of 
judges, to the accusations brought against 
them ; I do not mean thereby that it 
never so fell out; but only that ordinarily 
they spoke without particular inspiration* 
I conceive indeed, that if one of them 
had appeared before a judge, whose lan- 
guage he naturally understood not, it 
would have been necessary that God 
should have dictated to him the proper 
words he was to make use of. And I 
doubt not but God has often done even 
that, in favour of such of the apostles as 
have preached the gospel to barbarous 
nations beyond the limits of the Roman 
empire, and perhaps too sometimes 
amongst the Romans and Greeks. 
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However it be, it seems to me that if 
what I have been saying be considered^ 
it must be granted that the passages of St. 
Luke and St. Matthew^ where Christ pro- 
mises his spirit to his disciples, are not 
strong enough to render the common 
opinion indisputable. 

Let us now examine that passage of St. 
John^ When the spirit of truth shall come, 
he will lead you into all truth. Interpre- 
ters observe that we must not undeiitand 
by all truths^ any others than those which 
the apostles were ignorant of, and which 
it was needful for them to know, that they 
might be able to acquit themselves as they 
ought to do of their charge. They re- 
ceived not the holy spirit to learn, for 
example, that there was a God ; nor to be 
instructed in the mathematics. They 
knew already this first truth, and of the 
other they had no need. 

The generality of interpreters believe 
that these words denote a perpetual as- 
sistance of the holy spirit, that inade the 
apostles absolutely infallible. To know 
whether they are in the right or n#, we 
must examine the accomplishment of the 
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promise ; aod if it appear that it agrees 
not with this explaoation of our Saviour's 
words, we must seek another sense, and 
try to discover wherein the infallibility of 
the apostles consists. 

We find a story ^cts xv. whereby it ap- 
pears manifestly that the apostles did not 
pass in their own time for persons, whose 
every word was an oracle, as they are 
now reputed to have done* Some Jews 
converted to the Christian religion, not 
being alHe to shake off their ancient opi- 
nion concerning ceremonies, would have 
had the Gentiles circumcised. St. Paul^ 
and St. Barnabas were against this : but 
their authority was not sufficient to put 
to silence the Judaizing Christians. Al- 
though St. Paul was as much an apostle, 
as those whom our Lord bad chosen while 
he was on earth, yet they would not be- 
lieve him. The church at Jerusalem 
must be consulted. 

Further also, the apostles and elders 
of the church, being assembled to ex- 
amine and determine this affair, dispute a 
great « while before they agree upon it; 
and it was not till after they had heard 
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St. Petefj St. Paul, St. Barnabas^ and St. 
James^ that the assembly came to a reso- 
lution. If they had been filled with the 
Bpirit of infallibility, such as is conceived 
now adays, they would have been all at 
first of one mind ; and there would have 
needed no more to be done, but to charge 
one of them to give out the oracle in the 
name of the whole assembly. 

There happened likewise, before that, 
another thing related by St. LuJce^ Acts x. 
which makes it also very evident, that the 
Holy Ghost which the apostles received 
the day of Pentecost^ had not taught them 
all they ought to know, (so far was it from 
rendering £em at first dash infallible) and 
that they were not then considered as per- 
sons out of danger of falling into error, 
as they have been since accounted. St. 
Peter needed a vision, as appears by the 
story of Cornelius the centurion^ to learn 
that he ought not to scruple preaching the 
gospel to the Gentiles ; although Christ had 
ordered his apostles before his ascending 
into Heaven, to preach the gospel unto all 
creatures ; whereby he clearly enough de- 
noted the Gentiles as well as the Jews* 
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St. Peter after having obeyed the ex- 
press order which he received from God, 
to preach the gospel to Cornelius, was no 
sooner returned to Jerusalem, but the be- • 
lie vers of the circumcision, not dreaming 
that his apostleship rendered him infalli- 
ble, dispute with him ; and tell him, after 
a manner that shows that the infallibility 
which we . now attribute to him, was to 
fhem unknown, Thou wentest unto men 
uncircumcisedj and didst eat with them. 

Many years, as it seems, after thatj 
Peter being at Antioch, had not the cou- 
rage to maintain openly, that the Jews 
might eat with the Gentiles without scru- 
ple. For before that certain persons came 
from James, he did eat with the Gentiles : 
but when they were come he withdrew, and 
separated himself fearing them which 
were of the circumcision : And the other 
Jews dissembled likewise with him, inso- 
much that St. Paul observing, that they 
walked not uprighly, was obliged to tell 
Peter before them all, if thou being a Jew 
livest after the manner of Gentiles, and 
not as do the Jews, why compellest thou 
the Gentiles to live as do the Jews ? It is 
said that St. Peter was guilty of a fault 
8 
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only in his conduct, and not in his doc- 
trine ; that he beUeved and maintained the 
same with St. Paul, but that on this oc- 
casion he dissembled his opinion ; and that 
he did not otherways constrain the Gew- 
tiles to Uve as the Jews, but in abstaining 
to eat with them. The Gentiles, say they, 
seeing that St. Peter did not eat with 
them because they were uncircumcised, 
did, by reason of this his conduct, beheve 
themselves obliged to be circumcised, and 
consequently to observe the other cere- 
monies of the law. They believed that 
it was a sin to continue uncircumcised, 
because St. Peter forbore to live familiarly 
with them on tliat account ; and on the 
contrary that it was a duty to observe the 
circumcision. So that it was by his con- 
duct only that St. Peter forced them to 
live as Jews, And indeed it is true that 
by efficaciously engaging one to do a thing, 
after what manner soever it be, we are 
said to force one to do it. See Gen. xix. 
3. Luke xxiv. 29, 

I believe really that this is the best ex- 
planation. But it proves clearly that the 
metaphysical infallibility which is attribut- 
ed to the apostles is not of apostolic tra- 
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dition. For, in truth, to dissemble a true 
doctrine when they ought to preach it, 
and to engage people in an error by their 
conduct, is visibly a human weakness, 
and which becomes not those who are 
looked upon as the simple instruments of 
the holy spirit speaking by their mouths. 
St. Peter^s conduct gave the Gentiles to 
understand, as well as if tie had told it 
them, that they must observe the circum- 
cision ; and to give them to understand it 
by foribearing to eat with them, was al- 
most the same thing as to tell it them by 
word of mouth. Nay more, it is not un- 
likely that St. Peter beUeved that thig 
dissimulation was lawful, as well as St. 
Barnabas, and the other Jews who had 
followed his example ; otherwise it is not 
credible that so pious men, who were the 
first ministers of the gospel, would have 
done it. And so we must confess that 
they were guilty of some weakness even 
in doctrine, although they recanted it 
soon, nor was it of great importance. 

There is also a great difference ob- 
servable in the manner of Christ's speak- 
ing {He that had received the spirit without 
measure) and that in which the Apostles 
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express themselves; whereas accordii^ 
to the common opinion it ought to be the 
same. If the same spirit had rendered 
them infallible, they had right to declare 
to the world the doctrine of salvation 
with the same power, and to speak as au- 
thoritatively as Jesus Christ. But we 
see the contrary in their writings. Christ 
spoke 05 one having atdhority. Ytmhavt 
heard it was said of old^ &:c. Bui I say 
unto you^ &c. The apostles, on the con- 
trary, declare that they say nothing of 
themselves, and refer all to the prophets, 
and to Jesus Christ : ActsxsNu 22. 1 Cor. 
xi. 23. 

And that which is yet more considera- 
ble is, that they distinguish manifestly 
that which they say themselves from that 
which Christ had said. And vnio the 
married^ I command^ yet not /, btU ttie 
Lord^ &c. But to the rest speak /, not 
the Lord, &c. So St. Paul speaks, 1 Cor. 
vii. 10. 12. which he would not have 
done, had he been aware that his auditors 
had believed his words as infallible as the 
words of Christ. 

Methinks these are convincing proofs 
that the apostles had not a perpetual in- 
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spiration, which might give their words an 
iadisputahle authority. I do not deny 
but they had many immediate inspirations, 
and divers heavenly visions ; as appears 
by the ActSj by the Revelations^ and by 
divers other places of scripture; nay, I 
am so fully persuaded they had, that I 
think him no good Christian who doubts 
of it. But the question here is concern- 
ing an uniform, constant and ordinary in- 
spiration, as it is commonly explained in 
the divinity schools. 

It may be you will say there are divers 
arguments for this sort of inspiration as 
strong as those I have brought to shew 
the contrary. The apostles began their 
letter Acts xv. after this manner, it has 
seemed good to the Holy Ghost and to 
us. By which it appears, say some, that 
they were filled with the spirit of infalli- 
bility, which dictated to them what they 
ought to say. I desire first, that those 
who say so, reconcile this supposition with 
the dispute that was among the apostles, 
before they came to this conclusion. In . 
the second place : it is not likely that if 
the Holy Ghost had possessed them in 
such a manner, that they had been ooly 
8 * 
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simple instruments by which he expressed 
his will, they would have placed them* 
selves in equal rank with him. They 
would have said simply, it has appeared 
good to the Holy Ghost, who speaks by 
us. What prophet ever said, it seemed 
good to God and to me ? In the third 
place ; suppose there be here, as the 
critics say, a figure by which is expressed 
one and the same thing by two words ; 
and that this manner of speaking amounts 
to no more but this, it has seemed good to 
iLs who are full of the Holy Ghost ; The 
perpetual inspiration about which I am 
now arguing cannot be hence concluded* 
The apostles and all the church of Jemr- 
salem were animated by the spirit of the 
gospel, without being continually full of 
Sie spirit of prophecy. If it were other- 
wise, we should be forced to say that the 
whole church of Jerusalem^ not only the 
apostles, but also the elders of the church, 
and all those who were assembled, were 
perpetually accompanied with a spirit of 
infallibility ; which no body ever yet said, 
nor is it at all likely. In the fourth place ; 
the conclusion of the letter they write, 
seems extremely weak for the conclusion 
of a positive law. From which tou 
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SHALL DO WELL TO KEEP rOURSELVES. — 

A prophet under the Old Testament 
would have said, frtym which keep your^ 
selves / for so saith die Lord, whose com- 
mandments you cannot slight without your 
own destruction, 4rc* 

Some may also here object the spirit of 
miracles and tongues, which the apostles 
received the day of pentecosL But the 
effusion of that miraculous spirit did not 
necessarily render all those that received 
it infallible in doctrine* Otherwise all 
the Christians of that time had been in- 
fallible. The church of Corinth had re- 
ceived the Holy Ghost, as appears by the 
epistles St. Paul directs to it; and so 
should not have needed that apostles in- 
structions, because it had a great number 
of infallible persons within itself: but it 
appears, on the contrary, that it needed 
his instructions, not only to correct its 
vices, but also to resolve its doubts, and 
even to rectify its errors. 

Thus then the spirit of miracles not 
being accompanied with infallibility, it 
cannot be concluded, because the apostles 
received that spirit the day of pentecost, 
that they became as Gods ; and that they 
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were out of all danger of ever falling into 
the least error. But what signify then 
these words ; when the spirit of truth shall 
come, he will lead you into all truth .^ 
This spirit of truth is it not the miracu- 
lous spirit which the apostles received ? 

I have already observed that these 
words cannot be understood rigorously, a« 
if the apostles had known all sciences. — 
I must add further, that there is something 
extremely figurative in them ; as appears 
by the following words ; for he shall not 
speak of himself but whatsoever he shall 
hear, that he shall speak ^ and he shall 
shew ye things to come. He shall glorify 
me, for he shall receive of mine, and 
shall shew it unto you. Jill things that 
the Father hath are mine; therefore said 
I that he shall take of mine, and shew it 
unto you* What opinion soever a man 
may have concerning the Holy Spirit, it 
is plain that these words cannot be taken 
literally, as if the Holy Spirit had heard 
from God, or Jesus Christ, that with which 
he ought to inspire the apostles. 

The most simple sense, and most con- 
formable to the accomplishment of this 
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promise, which can he given to these 
words, is, to my thinking, this. I should 
explain many things to you more clearly 
than I have done, hut you are not yet in 
condition to receive them as you should. 
When you shall have received the spirit of 
miracles, he will teach you the rest that 
you ought to know ; either hy visions, or 
by making you call to mind tfiat which I 
have told you ; so that he will make you 
apprehend the sense, and will teach you . 
what you ought to do afterwards. To 
speak properly, he will tell you notbdng 
new ; he will hut recal into your memory, 
to make you better understand it, the doc- 
trine of my Father ; which is the same 
that I have taught you ; and which I may 
also call my doctrine, because my Father 
has chaiiged me to preach it, as the only 
doctor of his church. 

The Holy Spirit led the apostles into all 
truths ; and took that which nnis Christ^ s^ 
without ever speaking of himself^ in 
making them caJl to mind that which they 
had forgotten ; and in making them under- 
stand on divers occasions, or even by ex- 
traordinary revelations, that which Christ 
had said to them, but which they then 



»4 



iinderstood not. This is plainly that 
which Christ teaches us in these words; 
these things have I spoken unto you, being 
yet present with you. But the comforter ^ 
which is the Holy Ghost, whom the Father 
will send in my name, he shall teach you 

ALL THINGS, AND BRING ALL THINGS TO 
YOUR REMEMBRANCE, WHATSOEVER I HAVE 

SAID UNTO YOU, Johu xiv. 26. These 
last words apparently explain the forego- 
• ing, He shall teach you all things. 

In effect, there is nothing in the doc- 
trine of the apostles, which Christ had not 
told them ; and in leaving them, he gave 
them no other order for Sie preaching of 
the gospel, but to teach all people to ob- 
serve all those things which he had com," 
mended them. And the apostles observe 
in several places, that it was not till after 
they had received the Holy Spirit, that 
they remembered, and understood divers 
things which Christ had told them when 
be was here below. These things under- 
stood not the disciples at the first, says St.. 
Joh. xii. 16. but when Jesus was entered 
into his glory, then remembered they that 
these things were written of him. See the 
jame evangelist, IL 22. and Acts xi* 16. 
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This is, in my opinion, the sense of 
Christ's words ; at least I find nothing 
among the interpreters, that answers so 
well to the event ; which thoroughly con- 
vinces me that Christ must have meant 
some such thing. For after all, whatso- 
ever may be said, the promise ought to 
be understood by its correspondency with 
the accomplishment, and there is no bet- 
ter interpreter of prophecies than their 
execution. This being so, the infallibili- 
ty of the apostles, according to my judg- 
ment, consisted in this. They knew 
clearly the general principles of the Jew- 
ish reli^on, which had been taught them, 
from their cradle ; they had heard Christ 
often tell what the gospel added to Ju- 
daism ; or if you will, Christ had explain- 
ed to them more clearly the will of God y^ 
and had shown them the errors of the 
Pharisees ; He had instructed them con- 
eeming the Messiah^ and had made ap- 
pear to them by many proofs, that him- 
self was HE ; God had raised him from 
the dead, and they had conversed with 
him after his resurrection ; and in the last 
place, they had seen him ascend into 
Heaven, Yrom whence he assured them he 
would come one day to judge the quick 
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and the dead. They preached faithfully 
that which they had heard, that which 
they had seen with their eyes, that which 
they had observed with attention, and that 
which they had touched with their hands* 
They could declare, without any mistake, 
what they had seen ; they could preach 
what they had heard. For the doctrine 
of Jesus Christ was comprised in a few 
articles, plain enough to be understood, 
and consequently easy to be remembered. 
Thus they related infallibly what they had 
seen and heard ; and therein it is that 
their infallibility consisted.. Perhaps also 
the spirit of miracles which Christ sent 
them, strengthened their memories, and 
opened their minds after a manner we 
comprehend not. But it is certain, as I 
have made it appear, that this spirit di- 
rected them not in so miraculous a man- 
ner, as to make it necessary for us to re- 
gard all they said or writ with the same 
respect as the words of Jesus Christ, the 
only master, and the only infallible doctor 
that ever was amongst men. He was the 
only mystical ark, in which the godhead 
dwelt bodily^ from whence proceeded 
nothing but oracles. 
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Some may ask, perhaps, whether it 
might not so happen that the apostles 
might abandon the truth of the gospel, 
and preach a false doctrine; and if it 
might be so, how we can be assured that 
they were not deceivers ? I confess, that 
though it was very unlikely, that after 
having received so many illuminations and 
graces, they should fall into apostacy; 
yet it was not absolutely impossible. But 
in that case God would not have ap- 
proved by miracles the doctrine they 
taught; and thereby it is that we may 
know they were no seducers. There 
crept in, during their time, many false 
prophets among the Christians ; but they 
were presently discovered, because they 
could not maintain by miracles, a doctrine 
contrary to that of the apostles, which 
was confirmed by an infinity of wonders. 
God made appear, by those prodigies, 
that the apostles declared nothing but 
what was conformable to his will, nor any 
thing that could be hurtful to piety ; for 
it is impossible that God would favour a 
doctrine which should turn men from ho- 
liness. But we must not believe, as I 
have already observed, that because God 
wrought miracles in favour of any person. 
9 
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it therefore follows that all things pro* 
nounced by that person, were immediate- 
ly inspired, and ought to be received as 
the infallible decisions of him that never 
errs. Provided that person maintained 
the substance of the gospel, and said no- 
thing but what conduced to piety, God 
would not cease to bear witness to his 
doctrine, although all his reasonings were 
not demonstrations. God would not that 
this mark of his approbation should be in- 
terpreted, as if he had thereby declared 
' that he would have all the words of those 
that had miraculous gifts received as ora- 
cles. To be fully convinced hereof we 
need but read the first epistle to the Co- 
rinthians. 

I must nevertheless ingenously confess, 
that there is mention made in this epistle 
of some miraculous gifts, which seem to 
have been pure inspirations ; and which 
ought to make the speakers attended unto, 
as if they were the simple interpreters of 
the Holy Spirit. The spirit^ says St. 
Paid, 1 Cor. xii. 8. gives to one the word 
of wisdom^ to another the word of know- 
ledge. It seems as if he meant thereby 
the gift of prophesying ; that is to Bay, 
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of instructing others in piety ; of which 
he says many things in the xivth chapter 
of the same epistle. This seems contra- 
ry to what I have been saying concerning 
the inspiration of apostles, and I confess 
I cannot see how, according to my notion, 
this difficulty can be clearly solved. I 
might say that this gift of prophecy was 
perhaps no other than a disposition of 
mind, which God infused sometimes, into 
those on whom he bestowed it, by which 
they became fit to instruct; although he 
inspired them not extraordinarily with 
that which they were to say; which is so 
much the more likely, by how much this 
gift was preserved and increased by study 
and reading ; as appears by those words 
of St. Paul to Timothy. First epist. 
chap. iv. 13, &c. Until I come^ give thy 
self to readings to exhortation^ to instruc- 
tion: neglect not the grace which is in 
thee^ which was given thee by prophecy, 
through the imposition of the presbytery : 
meditate on these things, be always imploy- 
edj to the end thy improvement may be 
known of all meup Now it is plain that 
the gifts which are owing to an actual 
and immediate inspiration of the Holy 
Spirit, such as curing diseases, fyc. could 
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Bot be increased by application of mind, 
as not depending upon man in any sort. 
The most assiduous study cannot contri- 
bute any thing to prophetic, or immediate 
revelations. 

This conjecture seems probable enough. 
And indeed I see no other way of ex- 
plaining what St. Paul says to Timothy. 
But without determining any thing con- 
cerning the gift of prophecy, it appears 
plainly by what St. Paul says, 1 Cor. xiv. 
that it consisted not in an immediate reve- 
lation of the Holy Spirit, that forced the 
prophets to speak. He there gives them 
this advice ; let the prophets speak two or 
three^ and let another judge ; but if any 
thing be revealed to one of those that sits 
byn let the first hold his peace : for ye may 
all prophesy one by one^ to the end that ail 
may learn, and all may be comforted : and 
the spirits of the prophets are subject to 
the prophets. The prophets whom the 
Holy Spirit had inspired immediately 
with what they ought to say, had no need 
of this advice. Nay it had even been 
ridiculous. Because the Holy Spirit in- 
spiring them with what they had to say, 
would have inspired them likewise as to 
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the occasion and the place, and would 
not have put many persons on speaking 
at one time in the same place, nor so as to 
interrupt others who spake by his inspira- 
tion. Moreover St. Paul would have 
the prophets judge (Tne another^ and that 
the spirits of the prophets be subject to the 
prophets ; which cannot be understood of 
prophets immediately inspired, who are 
subject to none but God, and' who are to 
give account to none but him. The 
prophets of the Old Testament spoke as 
long as God inspired them ; after which 
they held their peace, without needing 
any advertisement; because they easily 
perceived when the inspiration ceased. 

It seems to me that we may now con- 
clude, that there never was any body 
but our Saviour, who had a constant and 
perpetual inspiration, and all whose words 
we ought to receive as oracles. As he 
alone amongst men was incapable of sin- 
ning, so it was he alone whom God in- 
dowed with an absolute infallibility. The 
same light which perpetually enlightened 
his mind, regulated also the motions of 
his affections : otherwise it would be dif- 
ficult to conceive how he could choose 
9 * 
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but be subject to error, if he had been 
subject to sin* There is so great a cor- 
respondence between the mind and the 
affections, that it is not almost possible 
there should be any irregularity in the 
one, without a disorder in the other. 

^ ^ -ifi if. -^ if it. H. if if if if 

We must now speak a word of some 
books of the Old Testament, that con- 
tain neither history nor prophecy; such 
are the books of Proverbs^ Ecclesiastesy 
the song of Solomon, and Job ; which last 
is apparently a dramatic piece, whereof 
nothing but the subject is true; as are 
the tragedies of the Greek poets. 

There is no proof that what is contain- 
ed in the Proverbs was inspired to Solo- 
mon by God, after a prophetic manner. 
They are moral sentences, which a good 
man might well pronounce, without in- 
spiration; as are those contained in Ec- 
clesiasticus. There are very many of 
them that are but vulgar proverbs, which 
carry indeed a good sense, but hav.e no- 
thing in them of divine. There are a 
great many directions about economy, 
which women and country people every 
where know without revelation. See 
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chap. xxiv. 27. andxxvii. 23. and the de- 
scription of a virtuous woman at the lat- 
ter end of the book. The name of pro- 
phet is very liberally bestowed on Agur 
the son of Jakehj for some moralities that 
are found under his name : Prov. xxx. — 
Whereas I dare be bold to say better 
things might have been said without the 
spirit of prophecy. Three things^ says 
he, for example, are too marvellous for 
me, and even four which I know not : the 
way of an eagle in the air^ the way of 
a serpent on a rockj the way of a ship 
in the midst of the sea^ and the way of 
a man with a maid* One must have a 
mean opinion of the spirit of prophecy, 
to believe that it dictated such things as 
these. And indeed neither does the au- 
thor pretend to that eminency ; but says 
modestly concerning himself, that he is 
more brutish than any man^ and has not 
the understanding of a man* 

But there is particularly one precept 
of good husbandry, that is often repeated, 
which our merchants now adays know, as 
well as the Israelites that lived in Solomon^ s 
time. It is that which expressly forbids 
them to be surety for any body, chap. vi. 
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l.xviu 18. XX. 16. xxii. 26. xxvii. 13. 
It is true by the rules of good husbandry 
a man should never be surety, but there 
happens oftentimes cases wherein charity 
ought to be preferred before good hus- 
bandry ; as appears by the parable of the 
Samaritan, who became surety for the ex- 
pense of the Jew, that was found hurt on 
the road. There is, methinks, no great 
need that God should send prophets to 
teach men good husbandry ; on die con- 
trary it was very necessary that Christ 
should preach liberality. 

Some learned men have believed that 
Ecclesiastes is a dialogue ; where a pious 
man disputes with an impious one who 
is of the opinion of the Sadaucees. And in 
effect there are things directly opposed 
one to another, which it cannot be sup- 
posed the same person speaks. The ejtn- 
curean conclusion {to eat, drink and be 
merrvj because a man has nothing else) 
which is up and down in many places of 
this book, is altogether contrary to that 
conclusion at the end of the woric ; fear 
God, and keep his commandments, &c. 
But it is extremely difficult to distinguish 
the persons, or to find out exactly in the 
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name of what person the author speakB 
in every passage. However it be, there 
appears in nothing of prophetic ; and there 
IS little likelihood that the spirit of God 
would set out, with so great strength, the 
arguijnents of Sadducees, or perhaps of 
worse men, to answer them but in two or 
three words. Read the beginning of the 
ninth chapter, and make refle(*.tion on 
these words: the living know that they 
shall die ^ but the dead know not any 
things neither have they any more a re- 
ward ^ for the memory of them is for- 
gotten* Also their love and their hatred^ 
and their envy is now perished^ neither 
have they any more a portion for ever 
in any thing that is done under the sun* 
Go thy wayj eat thy bread with joy^ and 
drink thy wine with a merry heart ; for 
God now accepteth thy works* 

Grotius is of opinion that this book was 
not writ by Solomon himself, but that it is 
a work composed, under his name, by 
one that had been in Chaldea ; because 
there are divers Chaldean words in it. — 
If this conjecture be true, as is not im- 
possible, then this book will be nothing 
but a piece of wit and fancy^ composed 
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by some of those that had been in the 
captivity. And I know one who has stu- 
died much the critics of the holy scrip- 
ture,' that suspects the author of this book 
to have been of the opinion that the Sad- 
ducees were of afterwards, about the im- 
mortality of the soul and the world to 
come. It seems to him that this author 
flays nothing which a true Sciddticee might 
not say. But for my part, I think it best 
to determine nothing herein. 

It is commonly believed that the song 
of Solomon is a mysterious book, describ- 
ing the mutual love between Christ and 
his church. But there is no proof of it 
neither in the Old nor New Testament, 
nor in the book itself. All that can be 
said is, that the Jews explain this book al- 
legorically of God, of Moses^ and of the 
Jewish church. But a man need but 
read their allegories, to see that they are 
the visions of Rabbins, having no founda- 
tion but in the fanciful extravagance of 
their brains; which frame of mind our 
divines have so much inherited from them, 
that they give themselves wholly up to 
find mysteries in every thing. Nay it 
must be confessed that some of them 
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have in that out done the Rabbins ; and 
that there is nothing so chimerical in the 
Chaldee Paraphiast, as in the commeu- 
taries of those who pretend this book 
ought to be explained by Revelations; 
and that in it are to be found all the wars 
about religion of this past age, in German 
ny, the interim^ the leagues of Smalcaldy 
the peace of Passau^ &c. 

There being then no proof of the mys- 
teries that are pretended to be in this 
book ; if we judge by the book itself, 
we shall find it to be an idyle, or eg- 
logue, where Solomon brings himself in 
as a shepherd, and one of his wives (per- 
haps Pharaoh?s daughter, as the learned 
think) as a shepherdess ; that the stile is 
the same with that of the pastoral poems 
of the Greeks and Latins, saving that it 
is more rough and dithyrambic, accord- 
ing to the genius of the Hebrew poetry. 
You may compare the similitudes Solo^ 
mon makes use of in the fourth chapter 
with those Ovid uses in the pastoral song 
he makes Polyphemus sing, in the xiiitb 
book of his Metamorphosis^ 

The book of Job is also a piece that 
has nothing in it of prophetic. The crit- 
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ics, who have any thing of* a nice judg- 
ment, agree that it is a sort of tragi-come- 
dy. It is likely there was such an one 
as Job (since the prophet Ezekiel speaks 
of him) and that he met with great afflic- 
tions, which afforded subject to some Jew 
of the captivity to exercise his wit upon. 
There are in this book, as well as in Ec- 
clesiastes, many Chaldean words, which 
show that it was composed either in Chal- 
dea, or after the return from the captivi- 
ty. Divines agree that God inspired not 
Job^s friends with what the author makes 
them say, and this book being written 
in verse, seems t4 be a work of medita- 
tion, wherein the Author would make his 
parts appear. Neither Jo6, nor his friends 
could talk in that manner, extempore. — ' 
The design of the work is to show, that 
Providence oft times afflicts good people, 
not to punish them for any particular sin, 
as if they had deserved those afflictions 
more than others, but simply to try them, 
and give them occasion to exercise their 
virtue. This is without doubt a truth, 
but there is no need of being a prophet 
to know it. And on the other side there 
is one very remarkable fault in this book. 
The Author brings in Job complaining 
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chap* iii. with Inttemess, and extreme 
impatience, unworthy, not only of a pious 
man, who had the knowledge of the true 
Qod, but even of a Pagan that had any wis- 
dom. Let the day perish in which I was 
bom, and the night wherein it was said, 
a man-child is bom, &c« This manner 
of cursing the day of his birth with so 
much passion, becomes not a pious man, 
such as Job, to what extremity soever he 
might be reduced. It is to he guilty of 
great indecorum, to put into a good man^s 
mouth so passionate words; as well as 
those that are in chap. x. I will say unto 
God, do not condemn me ; shew me where^ 
fore thou contendest with me. Becomes it 
thee to oppress P &c. After such expres- 
sions as these, which are very like blas- 
phemies, God finds, says the author, that 
his servant Job has spoke the thing that 
is right before him, and is angry with his 
friends for believing that Job was afflicted 
for his sins. 

It appears, methinks, hereby clearly 
enough, that there was no inspiration in 
this book, no more than in the three fore- 

S;oing. Not but that these books are use- 
ul, and may be read with profit and edi- 
10 
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fication, as well aa antiquity read those 
which we at present call apochtypha. — 
Nay it may be allowed that they which 
composed them had the spirit of God; 
liiat is to say, were full of piety; and 
that- they writ tliem with a prospect of 
leading those that should read them into 
the ways of piety. 

But it may be objected, that these 
books being in the Jews' canon, ought to 
be acknowledged for divinely inspired, 
rather than the apocryphas that never 
were in it. I answer to that ; first, that 
no clear reason is brought to convince 
us, that those who made the canon, .or 
catalogue of their books, were infallible, 
or had any inspiration, whereby to dis- 
tinguish inspired books from those which 
were not. This collection is commonly 
attributed to Esdras and the great Sanhe- 
drim of his time, amongst whom they say 
were Zacchary^ Haggai and Malachy.— 
But many learned men believe not this 
story, because no proof is brought for it, 
except a very uncertain Jewish tradition* 
There is much more likelihood that this 
collection which we have, is the remain- 
der of the ancient books of the Jews, 
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which divers particular men at first gath* 
ered together, and of which afterwards 
public use was made in the synagogues ; 
whereas in the time of Nehemiah (as ap- 
pears by the book that bears his name) 
they read publicly only the book of the 
law. 

In the second place, if you will stand 
to the Jews' canon, it is plainly on my 
side. They divide the scripture into 
three parts; of which the first contains 
the books of the law; the second the 
books they call the Prophets; and the 
third contain others which they call C^e- 
toubim, or simply, writings; that is to 
say, the Psalms ^ the ProverbsyJob, Dan-- 
iel^ Esdras^ Nehemiah, the Chronicles, and 
those which they call the five little books, 
the song of Solomon, RtUh, the Lamenta" 
tions, Ecclesiastes, and Esther. They 
believed that these books (which they 
called Chetoubim) were not inspired as 
the other ; and therefore they made them 
a separate part of Scripture, distinct from 
the two former which they believed to 
be inspired. This division is very an- 
cient, having been in use in the time of 
our Lord, Luke xxiv. 14. and Josephus 
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owns it in his first book against Appion; 
which makes me believe that this opinion 
of the Jews is grounded upon the judg* 
Dient, that those who collected the books 
of their canon made of them* It is cer- 
tain Daniel is truly a prophet, as well a$ 
Isaiah ; but it is likely they have ranked 
bis book among the Chetaubim^ only be- 
cause it was brought out of Chaldea after 
the collection was made ; and perhaps be-* 
cause, being written in Chaldean^ it was 
in part translated into Hebrew by some 
others, as some of the learned have con- 
jectured. For the other writings whidh 
make up this division of the scripture, 
being but histories, or books of morality, 
or songs, ihey had reason to determine 
&at there was nothing of prophetic ia 
them ; at least not of the same kind of 
prophecy widi that of Isaiah^ and others 
who are properly called prophets. It is 
true inde€^ there are some predictions in 
the book of Psalm9^ but they are not 
of that sort of predictions that proceed 
from inspiration or revelation, as were 
those of Isaiah. David never says, Thu$ 
saith the Lord; nor is it said in his histo- 
ry that in his time he passed for a prophet. 
It only happened that in speaking oi his 



113 

own person, he spoke things that agreed 
" not so much to himself as to the Messiah, 
of whom he was (unknown to himself) 
the type. But I have already handled 
this sort of prophecy^ 

It may be said perhaps, that Christ has 
acknowledged for divinely inspired, all the 
books of the Old Testament, and that for 
that reason alone, all christians ought to 
be of that belief. But there is not any 
passage in the gospel, where Christ tells 
us that all the books of the Old Testa- 
ment were inspired by God, both as to 
the words and things. He approves them 
only in gross, without descending to par- 
ticulars, and examining every book by it- 
self. It was sufficient that there were 
divers prophecies in the Old Testament, 
the authority whereof was received among 
the Jews, that pointed at him. Our Sa- 
viour never undertook to make a critical 
treatise upon the sacred books, nor to 
clear the historical differences in them. 
His design was not to make us able cri- 
tics, but good men; and to bring us to 
render to God the obedience due to hrm. 
He omitted nothing that might instruct us 
in our duty, but he never troubled -him^ 
10* 
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ielf to correct certain errors of small im- 
portance, which might be among the Jews. 

And if we must take all the words of 
Christ, when he speaks of the scripture, 
in a strict sense ; as if he acknowledged 
the books he cites, to be all inspired, even 
to the least syllable, and the others on the 
contrary to be excluded out of the num- 
ber of the* sacred books ; we must reject 
many of those that are commonly re- 
puted inspired. Neither he nor his apos- 
tles ever cite the works of Solomon, or 
the book of Job ; except that St. James 
praises the patience of Job, which, to 
speak properly, is not to cite the book, 
but the history. And if we must con- 
clude from thence that all these books 
have been wrongfully put into the Jews 
canon, the common opinion would be 
found contrary to the authority of Christ 
and of his apostles. 

These books, then, that we have spoken 
of, are not necessarily to be accounted 
divine for being in the canon, or cata- 
logue of the books of the Jews ; which 
Jesus Christ never called in question : 
ftud there is no reason to interpret the 
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word, canonical, as if it signified, inspired 
of God. The Jews put in their collection 
all the fragments they had remaining of 
their ancient hooks; they left out none, 
because they had no others. It was all 
their library, the rest having been lost in 
the captivity, or before, or after ; for the 
story sets not down the time of that fatal 
loss. They pretended not at first that 
this collection consisted of no other but 
what was divinely inspired. But in 
process of time, as there were therein 
many writings that were truly prophetic, 
and as these were the only books that 
had escaped the general loss which had 
involved the rest, they began to be looked 
on with more respect than they had been 
at first ; and at length it came to be be- 
lieved that all these books, that were in 
the ancient catalogue, were truly divine. 
And whereas, before that time, men ap- 
plyed themselves to the observation of 
what was moat considerable in the law, 
without making many commentaries ; from 
thence forwards they grew nice about the 
words ; would take every thing in a 
strict sense; and by seeking for myste- 
ries where there were none, they aban- 
doned the most essential part of the Jew- 
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ish religion. They made the knowledge 
of religion to consist in the study of a 
thousand vain subtilties, and piety to con- 
sist in the scrupulous observations of 
ceremonial laws, according as the doctors 
interpreted them. This the Pharisees did 
in our Lord^s time, and it is also that 
which the divines among the christians, 
both ancient and modem, have imitated 
since the death of the apostles. In their 
time men applied themselves to learn 
their doctrine, without subtilizing about 
their expressions ; and this they did upon 
the assurance they had that those holy 
men taught faithfully what they had learn- 
ed from Christ. Since then, it has been 
the practice to dispute about their words, 
and to strain to the utmost divers of their 
expressions, which were not over exact ; 
from whence many factions have been be- 
gotten amongst Christians, who have fallen 
foul one upon another about the meaning 
of some such particular expressions of 
the apostles, and have neglected at the 
same time to obey the precepts of Jesus 
Christ; that is to say, they have aban- 
doned the inward substance of religion, 
to busy themselves about the outside. — 
Men have thought it an honour to be 
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siiled, that which ihey call, zealous ortho- 
dox, to be firmly linked to a certain 
party, to load others with calumnies, and 
to damn by an absolute authority the rest 
of mankind ; but have taken no care to 
demonsti-ate the sincerity and fervour of 
their piety, by an exact observation of 
the gospel morab; which has col&e to 
pass by reason, that orthodoxy agrees very 
well with our passions, whereas the se- 
vere morals of the gospel are incompati<' 
ble with our way of living. 

Thus much by the by, to let you see diat 
this great zeal which men have for ihe 
letter of the scripture, is but a cloak they 
make use of, to hide the little esteem they 
have for die religion itself of Jesos 
Christ; which consists not in criticisms, or 
controversies, but in keeping God's com- 
mandments. 

But it will be asked tiien, what authori- 
ity we all»w the Holy Scripture, and 
what use is to be made of it according 
to these principles ? To answer hereto, 
I begin with the New Testament, which 
is the principal foundation of our faith. 
In the first place then, Jesus Christ, in 
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whom were hidden all the treasures of 
wisdom and knowledge, and whom God 
has expressly commanded us to hear^ was 
absolutely infallible. We must believe 
without questioning it whatever he says ; 
because he says it, and because God 
hath testi&ed that he speaks nothing but 
truttil 

In the second place, since we have 
nothing writ by Christ himself, we ought 
to believe what his apostles have said con- 
cerning his life and doctrine ; because God 
has given testimony to them by the miracles 
he enabled them to do ; and because they 
sealed the truth of their deposition with 
their blood. They tell us what they 
had seen md heard, so that it was im- 
possible they should be deceived in the 
substance of the history and ^octrine. It 
may be that in some circumstance of 
small importance they do not relate things 
exactly as they happened, and that there- 
in they do not agree together. But they 
all agree in the historical facts whereon 
the faith we have in Jesus Christ, is ground- 
ed ; his birth of a vii^in, his miracles, his 
death, his resurrection, and his ascension 
into Heaven ; though there may be some 
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difierence among them in some circum- 
stance, which is nothing to the substance 
of the history. It is not necessary for the 
foundation of our faith, as 1 have already 
observed, that they should agree exactly 
in all things to the least tittle; and the 
trouble the learned have given themselves 
to reconcile these sort of contradictions 
is of no use. It were better to own in- 
genuously that there are some, than to 
strain the sense of th«ir writings, to make 
them agree one with another ; which in- 
stead of converting libertines, does but ex- 
cfite their raillery, and confirm them in 
their impiety. As to what concerns the 
doctrine of Jesus Christ, there is not the 
least contradiction among the evangelists ; 
although it be expressed in different terms, 
and they relate it on divers occasions. — 
We must observe therefore, that they re- 
late only the sense, and keep not exactly 
the same order that Christ kept in preach- 
ing it ; so neither ought we to insist rigo- 
rously upon their expressions, as if they 
made use of some words rather than 
others, to insinuate certain niceties which 
are ordinarily attributed to them, without 
any probable ground ; nor ought we to 
lay such stress upon the order they make 



120 

use of in their writings, as to colour there- 
by certain inferences, which are not oth- 
erwise obvious in the sense of our Saviour's 
words* If a man observe never so Httle, he 
wiU j5nd that they use every where popular 
expressions ; that they have not aimed at 
any elegancy in their style ; and that they 
have be^la very far from speaking with 
such exactness, as philosophers or geome- 
tricians use in their writings. We ought 
not then to insist too much, as commonly 
men do, upon the manner of their ex- 
pressing the doctrine of Christ. We 
should only endeavour to understand the 
genius of the language they use, and to 
stick to the substance of things essential; 
which are expressed in so many places, 
and after so many ways, that it is not dif- 
ficult to frame to ourselves an idea there- 
of, clear enough to instruct us perfectly 
in our duty. 

In the third place, as for the Epistlei 
of the New Testament, they do not only 
afibrd us the same considerations with 
those we have last mentioned, in respect 
of their style, but there are also two things 
further to be observed and distinguished 
in them. We find there the same doc- 
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triiip^ y^e baye ia the ev^ingeli^tg, and 
those the appstles ^sure \^ cift^p thej 
le$trned froii^ Christ. B^t ithere are 
olhefB thiQg^, which the apostles speak 
of their QWn heads, or lY^ich they draw 
b; divert copsequepce^ fropi the Old Tes- 
t^m^nt. The fir^t of these are to. be tie- 
li^y^d on ^ san^e accqunt as thegpspels ; 
that is tp saj, becaiise of the authority 
of Je§U8 Christ, ^bo preached then) to 
the Jews. The second are to be receiv- 
ed, because they contain nothing but what 
is very conformable to the doctrine of 
Christ, or yrhat is founded upon right rea- 
son. The apostles will not have us be- 
lieve them upon their own word. They 
distinguish in that their authority from 
the authority of Christ. See 1 Cor. vii. 
10, 12, 35. But as they appUed them- 
selves carefully to mind doctrines tending 
to edification (which are few in number) 
and never engaged in too nice inquiries ; 
they have told us nothing th^it is qot con- 
formable to the spirit of the Gospel (with 
which they were filled) and which right 
reason will not easily admit. It is to be 
observed, that having no extraordinary in- 
^irati<m for writing their epistles, they 
insert in them divers things that concern 
11 
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their designs, or their particular a£Gurs ; 
^here we ought by no means to seek for 
or expect any thing mysterious. Such 
are the salutations found at the end of 
their epistles ; the order St. Paid gives 
Timothy to take Mark along with hun in 
his return, to bring the cloak he had left 
at Troas with Carpus j the books, and 
above all the parchments; the counsel he 
gives him to drink a Uttle wine for his 
stomach's sake, and because of his weak- 
nesses ; and other such like things. 

Thus then, according to my hypothesis^ 
the authority of the scripture continues 
in full force. For you see I maintain that 
we are obliged to believe the substance 
of the history of the New Testament; 
and generally all the doctrines of Jesus 
Christ ; all that was inspired to the apos- 
tles ; and also whatsoever they have said 
of themselves, so far as it is conformable 
' to our Saviour's doctrine, and to right 
reason. It is plain that nothing farther 
is necessarily to be believed, in order to 
our salvation. And it seems also evident 
to me, that tt^ose new opinions, brought 
into the Christian Religion since 9ie 
death of the apostles, which I have here re- 
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fhted, being altogether imaginary and un- 
grounded, instead of bringing any advan-* 
tage to the Christian Religion, are really 
very prejudicial to it. An inspiration is 
attributed to the apostles to which they 
never pretended, and whereof there is 
not the least mark left in their writings. 
Hereupon it happens that very many per- 
sons who have strength enough of under- 
standing to deny assent to a thing for 
which there is no good proof brought 
(though preached with never so much 
gravi^ ;) It happens, I say, that these per- 
sons reject all the Christian Religion; 
because they do not distinguish true Chris- 
tianity from those dreams of fanciful di- 
vines. 

It is easy to guess, after this, what we 
ought to thmk of the authority of the books 
of the Old Testament. The prophecies 
that are in it ought to be beUeved, because 
Christ has authorized them. The sub- 
stance of the history ought also to be be- 
lieved for the same reason; notwith- 
standing any uncertainty there may be in 
some inconsiderable circumstances ; as it 
appears there is still some uncertainty, by 
divers contradictions which the divines 
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with all their subtiltf have not been abte 
to reconcile, after jfutzlins about it above 
three thousand years. The doctrines tibat. 
«re in it ought also to be received, so fyit 
as they are confonti^ble to those of the 
gospel ] or, if you ^ill, let us sly, that the 
true tneamng of the law is t^ be learned 
from Christ, No conclusioii is to be dra^n 
firom those hockn that appear to be only 
pieces (X wit and fancy, or whei^in nOth*- 
ing but hiiman id to be found, duch as thi 
Songcf SolGWion^ Etcksiiastei^ &c. LaiSt!^^ 
we ou^ riot to strain too fkr the seiise 
of particular expressions, as do the Jews ; 
because, if we elcept a veiy few pldc^tf^ 
tile expressions are the same Wiih thod^ 
which the sacred writers were woAt fttf 
make use of in explaining their other 
thou^i^; tlmt is to say, they have word- 
ed both the Jewish history, and the Reve- 
lations they hsLd from Heaven, afier iheit 
own ordinary manner of exptesslbg theitf- 
selves. 



NOTE fiT THE EDITOR 



Br the inspiration of the scriptares is 
meant, either that they were miraculously 
suggested hy God, or that they were written 
' under his miraculous superintendence. The 
main argument for the common notion of 
the inspiration of the books not propheti- 
cal, is to be found in the text, 2. Tim. iii. 
16. thus rendered in the common version. 

All scripture is given by inspiration of God, 
an^ is profitable f &c. 

Before any thing can be inferred from this 
passage, it is necessary to determine the 
true meaning of the word iMsrwivcHt r^Q* 
deredy given by inspiration of Qod. If this 
term does not necessarily imply any thing 
miraculws^ then the text affords no evidence 
in favour of the opinion which it is quoted 
to support. 

11* 
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The word occurs no where else in the 
Scriptures; and I have seen hut one ^example 
produced of its use hy any profane author.* 
As however we know the words of which it is 
compounded, and as analogous expressions 
are very common, there seems little difficult 
ty in determining its meaning. 

The force of the expression then, I be- 
lieve, is precisely the same, as if the 
writings spoken of had been said to be cooi- 
posed ff ^mvfugTt Bwof by the spirit of GoiHt 
Now every one acquainted with the phra- 
seology of the Scriptures, knows that many- 
things are ascribed to iht spirit^ or the hoUf 
spirit, or the spirit of Oody when no miracu- 
lous operation is supposed by the writer. — 
The Spirit of God, is a term used in the 
Scriptures to denote (among other mean- 
ings) M influences upon, and communica* 
tions to the humtm mind, which the mriier re- 
fers to God as their author; whether they 

• Phocylidet, in the folloiwuig line 

t It n thus that the woid is rentered by the Syriae tnuuiatnr: 
0mnU teriptura, quae per Sfiiritum Kriptafuk, 
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are coBudered as proceeding from him di- 
rectly or i^emotel^; whether a^ mitacti- 
Iras, or as regulated by the ordinary laws 
of ^e physical and moral worid; whether 
they are to be i^eferred immediately to an 
act of his power; or are the immediate 
consequence and result of means, and, mo- 
tives, and the operation of other agenttf. 
The term is as often used to denote influeh- 
ceis and communications not regarded as mi- 
raculous, as to denote those which ^re thus 
regarded. All the means and motives which 
God employs to bring men to goodness, are 
referred to the Spirit of God ; and he who 
ill affected by these means, and acts under 
the influence of these motives, is said tof^e 
actuated by the Hdy Sphit^ or the SpirU 
^ God* Abundant evidence of what has 
just been stated may be found by con- 
sulting the lexicons and concordances of the 
Old and New Testaments, and especially 
Schleusner's article on the word imvfkm : a 
translation of which, by Mr. Buckminster, is 
contained in the first volume of the General 
Repository. 
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Haviog settled the sense of the term, Spi^ 
rk €f Ood, we may determine that of the 
word liMTHvcH. This is to he understood 
in a similar latitude of signification*. It is 
equivalent, as has heen said, to the words, 
wrUUn hy the Spirit ofOod; and these words 
denote nothing more *than nnitten under 
those ir^luences tokUh proceed from Ood^ 
whether miraculous or not. The writings 
thus characterized, may have heen the works 
of prophets, who received direct miracu- 
lous communications from God; or they 
may have heen nothing more than the 
works of men, whose minds were acted 
upon by the motives which he presents, and 
who had that sense of religion and duty, 
which his dispensations to the Jewish nation 
were adapted to produce. In the present 
case the term is, I conceive, applied to writ- 
ings of both these classes. 

In the text in question, the rendering of 
the words, ir«#w y^«^> by the words, aU 
scripture^ is incorrect. They should be 
translated every tvriUng. Allowing the com* 
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ioon reading iind coiistraction to be C6t* 
rect, the foUoitriog reiideriDg will, it 16 be- 
lieved, express tbe tnie sense of the t^xt, 
as Dearly $i it can be est^ressed in oiir 



Every wrkint^ (that is, of the Old Testa- 
ment, the m^ y^mftfunmf the Holy Scripturea^ 
mentioned in the preceding verse) nnts 
eampoaed under Ihaae in^emea whiA are 
from Qod^ and is profitable^ &€• 

If this mode of reading and construct- 
ing the verse is correct, it may be regard- 
ed as a general proposition, not to be un- 
derstood strictly and universally; since it 
is at least doubtAil, whether the apostle 
would have ascribed the Song of Solomon 
in any sense to divine influence. 

But the text may be otherwise understood 
and thus rendered: 

Every wrUmg^ composed under those in- 
fuences which are from God, is prefix 
table^ &c. 
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The account whicfi has been given of 
the terms, Spirit^ Hahf Sphil^ and Spirit nf 
Oody will senre to explain other passages, 
which are usually qnoted in defence of the 
doctrine of the inspiration of the whole of 
the Old and New Testaments* 
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